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House or Rerarsenratives, January 11, 143). 





SPEECH OF MR. HAYNES OF GEORGIA, 


On his motion for a reduction of the Duty on Brown Sugar. 

Mr. Haynes said he was glad, notwithstanding the rule which, how- 
ever wisely adopted, was in its operation so weil calculated to abridge 
the iiberty of speech, that the House had extended to the resolution 
just offered the courtesy of consideration. He was willmg to have 
rested the subject solely upon the resojation first otlered, and but for 
the apprehension of a refasul to consider it, should not have moditied it 
by the addition of the amble. But, as the House had, somewhat 
unexpectedly, atfurded him the opportunity of presenting a few obser- 
Vatmns to its attention, he would not permit that opportunity to pase 
way wholly unimproved by him. When he had the honor to bring 
this subject to the consideration of the House at an early day of the 
present session, he had extended lw proposition to the whole class of 
sugars, because, whether they had been unposed for the purpose of re- 
venue or protection, he thought the tune had arrived when the duties 
ought to be entirely abolished. But, in mtroduemg the sabyect thus 
broadly, he did net consider that the Committee of Ways and Means 
would be necessarily restricted in their inquiry to the mere qnestion of 
repeal ; but if, in their wisdom, it should be determaned that a partial re- 
duction of the duties was all the exigencies of the conutry would per- 
mit, they would be awthorized to go se far, and no farther. For his 
part, he had formerly believed, he now beleved, and ever should be- 
lieve, that the trae end of Government was the happiness and prosperi- 
ty of the people; asd for the furtherance of this end, it was essential 
that the necessaries of life should be subjected to the sunallest amount of 
taxation which the public exigencies would permit. 

Whatever usight have been the original use of the article of sugar— 
if at was first a wedicine, and then a luxury—i had become an article of 
essential necessity, as was proven by the estumated consumption of the 
present year, at one hundred and fifty millions of pounds. Nor in this 
character is its ase confined to any particular or favored class of the 
community; bat runs through every degree and condition in life. And 
here he would remark, that notwithstanding the laws oi the country 
ire accessible to all, it is important that the public miad should be en- 
‘ightened upon the existing tax on sugar. But, before proceeding fur- 
ther with the subject, he woald beg leave to remark, that how mach- 
soever gentlemen might sneer at the proposivien, that ander our system 
of revenne the taxes are paid by the producers, no preopestion waa, wo 
hus mind, more clear ard undemable, as consumption must necessarily 
be regulated hy production. By an examination of the tariff of 1516, 
and reference to the Annual Reports from the Treasury Department, 
npon the commerce and navigation of the Umted States, since that 
period, it would be found, that the duties imposed upon the import of 
lump and refined sugars, and sugar candy, had amounted to prohibition ; 
thus effectually depriving the consumer of any choice whatsvever be- 
ween the foreign and dometie articles. Nor is it any answer to this 
assertion to sav, that some tweuty-five or thirty thousand dollars of re- 
venue has been derived from their consumption, within the years eigh- 
teen handred and fifteen to eighteen hundred and twenty-nine, inchu- 
sive. Nor is this all; for masmuch as the consamption of brown sugar 
among the poorer classes is much greater, in proportion to their means, 
than among the wealthy, the tax falls most heavily on those who are 
least able to bear it. And here he wonld take the occaston to remark, 
that elthough be still entertained the opimon, under the influence of 
which his resolution of the 13th of December was offered, the advice 
of friends, and the hope of a more favorable consideration, had induced 
him to narrow that resolution to its present shape. Bat who seeks 
for the repeal or reduction of taxes? Not the receiver, but the payer 
of taxes. 

He regretted that he had no specific information as to the price of 
sugar in foreign countries when the tariff of 1794 was imposed. But, 
if he had been correctly informed, the foreign cost of brown sugar im- 
ported into this country at that period, was not less than eight to ten 
cents per pound. If this be true, it is the obvious inference, that Go- 
vernment did not then intend, by a tariff of two cents per pound, to 
impose 2 daty which should operate as more than twenty or twenty- 
five per cent. ad valorem, on the original cost of the article. But, as 
the foreign cost has considerably declined since that pemod, thereby in- 
creasing the relation. of the duty to such cost, if the daty of 1794 had 
not been mereased by the act of 1816, it would now operate at the rate of 
forty to fifty. or sixty per cent. ad valorem,on the origmal foreign cost. But, 
by raising the duty in 1816 to three cents per pound on brown sugar, 
its ad valorem operation is still greater, being not less than one hundred 
per cent. In the discussion of this subject we might be told, that the 
average price of sugar had declined in conseqnence of its manufac- 
ture in this country, and therefore sound policy requires the contina- 
ance of the present duty. If gentlemen would take the trouble to in- 
furm themselves on this subject, he was satisfied they would find that 
such an assertion was wholly without foundation. For his part, he had 
been at some pains to obtain information. the result of which was, that 
the price of sugar imported into England. from the year 1814 to 1423, 
inclusive, had undergone an astonishing diminution, no part of which 
could be ascribed to its manufacture in this country. By a reference 
to a statistical work on the population and resources of Great Britain. 
which he had examined, it wonld be fonnd that the average price of 
brown sugar imported into England, in the former year, was seventy- 
three shillings and four pence one farthing the hundred weight, and in 
the latter year, but thirty-one shillings and one farthing. Surely this 
could aot be ascribed to its manufacture here. Nor does it appear that 
the price of either year depended upon a stinted supply in the one, or 
un excessive importation in the other, as a considerable surplus was ex- 
ported in each. 

‘And here he would repeat, substantially, what was said during the 
disenssion of the Fast India sugar duty in the House of Commons, in 
1822, by the Inte Mr. Huskisson, one of the most able and practical 
statesmen Fneland has ever produced, and whose death may well be 


lamented in that country, as a great public calamity, that whenever | probably been sustained by converting the one into the other. This, 
there is an excess of import over consumption, the price of the article | he said. he understood, had undergone jndicial investigation, and 
must be regulated by the markets of the world. He said, that a propo- | the court had heen compelled to decide that the article came within the 
sition of such obvious truth did not require the aid of illustration or | technical meaning of refined sugar, under the law. But, although 
argument from him Not only had the Bnitish market exercised an in-! this was am abuse, he would not leave the enbject without a passing 
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fluence on the price of the article, butthe French market also. And 
here he was not prepared to speak so deliuitely as to the oe in France, | 
as he had done of England. Nor was it important for him to do so, as 

the influence exercised by the French market on the price of sugar 
originated principally from the partial exclusion of the article. {t must 
be well known to every member of this House, that during the wars of 
the French Revolution, the sugar colonies of France were cut off from 
the mother country—and that although the commerce between those 
colonies and the mother country entered for several years very largely 
into the American carrying trade, yet the interpolations of national law, 
brought to operate upon neutrals by the principal belligerents, at length 
destroyed that trade entirely. Accustomed to the use of sugar, the 
French people were not willing to forego this necessary article of con- 
sumption, and their ingenuity soon furbishec a substitute, in the sugar ex- 
tracted from the beet. ‘The culture of the beet, and the extraction of 
sugar ftom it, had grown to such an extent before the general pacifica- 
tion of Europe, im 1215, that the Government enpeted a high duty on 
foreign sugar, for the protection of the domestic. This system had not 
been abandoned since the recovery of the French sugar colonies in the 
West Indies. Thus it was probable, that a considerable portion of the 
suger manufactured m those colonies was necessarily thrown upon the 
great market of the world. He said, if the faets and inferenees upon 
which he had thrown himself were true, and he did not think they 
could be snecessfully controverted, the price of sagar, arising from its 
manufacture in this country, so far from regulating, had been regulat- 
ed by the markets of the world. But, before dismusxing this branch of 
the subject, he would observe, that the price of sugar in the English 
market could not have been influenced by any variation of the duty, 
ax that finetuated between twenty-seven and thirty shillings the hun- 
dred weigitt, making a difference ef but three shillings the hundred 
weight between any two years of the peried to which he had referred. 
Nor can it be doubted that the high duty in Great Britain considerably 
lessens the amount of sugar consumed there, and particularly in Scot- 
land and Ireland, thus leaving a much larger quantity for the supply of 
other markets, and consequently lowering its price in those markets. 
Bat we might derive imstruetion on this subject by a reference to the 
Treasury Reports upon the commerce and navigation of this country, 
from eighteen hundred and twenty-one to eighteen hundred and twen- 
ty-nine, inclusive. During that whole period it would be found, that the 
foreign cost of brown sugar imported into the United States had not varied 
more than about half a cent per pound, and that not by an uniformly 
declining price. Nor will it fail to be observed, upon an examination 
of the reports referred to, that the importation of brown sugar paying 
duty, was greater in 1829, than in 121, and mt wach less than the 
average annual importation of the whole period. Nor might it be im- 
proper for him here to remark, that thete oa: ¢ Cod #erable 


f with the benefit of drawback, from T=21 to 16a, 
it could be necessary for him to go farther to account for the gradual 
decline in the price of sugar thronghont the commercial world, within 
the last fifteen years, it would be sufficient ty advert to the large amount 
of labor released from the purposes of war, about the commencement 
of that period, and the consequent diminution of its value in all the 
productions of human industry. But, as the kindness of a friend had 
furnished him with the means of doing so since the commencement of 
his remarks, he would state some additional facts bearing upon the 
ble causes of dimimished price of sugar within the last few years. 

e had brought down the price of sugar imported into Great Britain 
to the year 1823, and was new prepared to trace it to ]828, at the close 
of which it was twenty-seven shillings the hundred weight. Nor was 
this occasioned by diminished anty—ihe duty having been permanent- 
ly fixed at twenty-seven shillings the hundred weight or one hundred 
and twelve pounds. He was also prepared to state specifically the ef- 
feet which the protection atforded in France to sugar extracted from the 
beet. had preduced on the consumption of West India sugar in that 
country, in the year 1°27. The consumption, amounting, in a popula- 
tion exceeding thirty millions, to wo more than one hundred and thirty- 
twe anillions of pounds. But, when we consider that the whole con- 
sumption of sugar in France, and the British empire in Furope, equals 
six handred millions of pounds annually, (the consumption of England 
alone, in 1823. having been estimated by Mr. Huskisson at three hun- 
dred and sixty eee and retlect on the immense additional quantity 
necessary to supply all the countries of the world which consume the 
article, it must be manifest, that its manufacture in the United States 
exercises a very insensible, if any influence on its price, either at home 
or abroad. But our own commercial history furnishes an instance of 
the decline in the price of brown sugar, within a few years, as remarka- 
ble as any that has been mentioned, and that too, without any possible 
reference to ite manufacture in this country. If gentlemen will exa- 
mine the prices current of Philadelphia for the years 1804 to 1807, in- 
elnsive, they will find that, from June of the former to the same month 
of the latter vear, the price declined from twelve and one half to nine 
cents per pound, and that too, at a period when our foreign relations 
with the most powerfal maritime nation in the world threatened serious 
interruption to our foreign trade, and consequently a diminished import 
of sugar. He said that a strong additional argument against the pre- 
sumption that the price of brown sugar in other countries had been in- 
fluenced by the mannfacture of that article in this, was, that the price 
of white clayed sugar, an article not of American manufacture, had 
experienced a corresponding decline. He had ascertained by an ex- 
amination of Philadelphia prices current, from 1°03 to 1807, inclusive, 
that in the former year, this article was quoted in that market at seven- 
teen and one half cents per pound, and in the latter at but thirteen and 
one half, a difference of four cents per pound in the short period of 
four years. And although he had no meansof ascertaining the cost in 
the foreign market, it could but be presumed to have been considerably 
higher than the average of the six years ending with 1829, within 
which, notwithstanding there was some variation in the prices of differ- 
ent years, he did not believe the average would be found to exceed 
seven ind one half cents per a As the operation of a part of the 
system of duties on sugars, he would state what he had no doubt was 
true, that im some instances, much more drawback had been allowed on 
the exportation of refined sugar, than the duty previously paid on 
the raw sugar from which it was made. Im fact, that the article 
alluded to as thus receiving drawback, was not worth the ave 
price of brown sugar, and that little, if awy, loss of quantity had 
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notice of the protection afforded to bona fide refiners of sugar im this 
cuuntry. By the tanff of eighteen hundred and sixteen, the duty on 
refined sugar imported into this country is twelve cents per pound. He 
believed that one hundred and seventy pounds of raw sugar was gene- 
rally estumated as equal to, or sufficient for, the manuiacture of one 
hundred pounds of retined. 

Hie did not know precisely how it was estithated in this country. He 
knew that this was considered to be the standard m Great Britaim, and 
as he understood five cents per pound to be the drawback ailowed on 
the exportation of American retined sugar, presomed the English and 
American standard did not materially vary. What, then, said he, is 
the consequence! ‘That the retiner of sugar in this country receives 
a drawback to the whole amount of duty on what he exports, and a 
protecting duty of seven cents the pound on all that is consumed in the 
country. He did not pretend to know what is the cost of refining, but, 
to lus mind, the tax appeared to be enormously disproportioned to the 
value of the article upon which it is laid. But, in discussing: this sub- 
ject, it is necessary that we consider its influence upon some of 
ithe various and important interests of the country. We have been 
told by the Secretary of the Treasury, in his Annual Report upon the 
Finances, that the navigation of the country is in a most langaishing 
condition. ‘This must be manifest, if we look at the diminished value 
of our exports and imports within the last five years. If he was not 
mistaken, thongh he had not very recently examined the subject, he 
believed that both exports and imports had deelinied in annual valne, 
within that period, about thirty mullions of dollars each. He said al- 
though, for his part, he had no doubt the evil just adverted to had a 
much deeper root, he was prepared to believe, atid did believe, that a 
due propurtion of the depression under which American navigation 
now languisbes, may be justly attributed to the restriction imposed by 
the existing duty on sngar, upon our intercourse with sugar making 
countries ; and for evidence of the partial effects of these restrictions on 
American trade and navigation, he would refer gentlemen to the corres- 
pondence between General Von Scholten, the Special Minister from 
Denmark, and the Secretary of State, which had lately been commn- 
nicated by the President to Congress, and printed by order of the 
House. tle had not troubled the House with the inquiry whether the 
duty i d by the act of 1916 was intended for revenue or protec- 
trou, or partly tor both. This was unnecessary, as be had expressed 
the opinion at the outset, that whether designed for the one or the other, 
repeul or reduction was now necessary. fn investigating the effect of 
tins duty on American navigation, he had looked over a part of the An- 
nual Report on Commerce and Navigation forthe year 1929, for the 
purpose of ascertaining the true state of the matter. Upon a carefal 
examination he had found, that although our exports for that year, to the 
Swedsh, PDenish, Dutch, British, ago Preney"Woet Indies, British 
American int Cuba, other “paaieh Coleees, Brazil, and the 
Weeat Indies generally, amounted to fifteen millions three hundred and 
two thousand and eighteen dollars, yet the imports amounted to no more 
than twelve mullions six hundred and seventy-four thonsand three hun- 
dred and forty-two dollars, showing an excess of experts over imports 
of two millions six hundred and twenty-seven thousand eight hundred 
and seventy-six dollars. As the value of the exports was estimated in 
the home market, and of imports in the foreign, it is difficult to recon- 
cile the excess of the former over the latter, upon any principle consis- 
tent with profitable trade. But the subject seems to present further il- 
lustration when we compare the amount of tonnage engaged im this 
business, which entered and departed within the same period. This 
comparison shows an excess of seventy thonsand one hundred and 
thirty tons of shipping departed, over that which entered during that 
year. He had not attempted an accurate estimate of the foreign ton- 
nage engaged in this trade within the period under consideration, but 
did nog believe it wonld materially vary the result. But, if we include 
the trade with Hayti, which shows a considerable balance of imports 
over exports, it will reduce the general balance against us to but little 
less than two millions of dollars. He said further comment on this 
subject could not be wre And here he <aid he could bat regret 
that the information called for by an honorable member from North 
Carolina (Mr. Coxxor) at the last session of Co ;, and that which 
had been called for by a resolution which was offered by himself since 
the commencement of the present, had not yet been received from the 
Treasury De ent. And, although he came net here as the enlo- 
gist of any man, it would become him to say, that if the information 
sought for by the resolutions to which he had alluded, bad been within 
the power of the able and diligent head of that Department, he had 
no doubt it would, before now, have been coxnmunicated to this House. 
He regretted the absence of this information, particularly, as we are 
without any specific data upon which to estimate the amount of capital 
employed in the eulture of the cane and the manufaeture of sugar in this 
country, and the annual profit which it affords. It has been stated that 
the quantity manufactured in this country, in the year 1830, amounts to 
one hundred thousand hegsheads ; or one hundred millions of pounds. 
Assuming the amount imported in 1829 as the standard of impertation 
of 1830, and it may he taken for granted that the consumption of the 
present year cannot fall short of one hundred and fifty millions of 
pounds. If this estimate be correct, it is not difficult to arrive at the 
amount of contribution levied upon the whole mass of consumers by 
the operation of the present u1yequal and most burdensome tax on this 
article. In his view of the subject, there was no doubt the consumers 
were taxed at the rate of three cents per pound upon the whole cen- 
sumption, one hundred and fifty millions, making an aggregate of four 
millions and a half of dollars for the present year. ‘Thus showing that 
this tax, which carries into the treasury but one million and a half of 
dollars, puts the sum of three millions into the pockets of the Ameri- 
can manufacturers of brown sugar. If he should be asked how he 
arrived at this conclusion, he would answer, that he had been informed, 
and did not believe the fact could be controverted. that the difference 
between the short price and the long price of sugar in our greatest 
commercial city was precisely the amount of the duty of three cents 
per pocnd. 

As his remarks might, perchance, attract the notice of offier eyes 
than those of commercial men, he would state, that the short price was 
the price without the duty, and the long price including the duty. So, 





ragé | that as no foreign sugar oe! imported can be consumed in the 


country without paying the long price, the duty 1s necessarily paid on 
all se hitedied.” Ti might be Diected, that domestic su-ar is lower 
in the market of New Orleans, than the average pnee of foreign sugar 
in the Atlantic cities on which duty has been paid, but he apprehend- 
ed no essential difference will be found between the prices of the 
foreign and domestie articles in the Atlantic cities above referred to 





OU 


Banuer of the Constitution. 





— --— — —s 


And he has been informed, and believes, that foreign sugar at the short | 
price, or duty off, can, at the present moment, be bought at a consider- 
ably lower price in our Northern markets, than the domestic in the 
market of New Orieans. Ii this be the fact, would not the article, if 
the duty should be materially reduced, come as cheaply from the West 
Indies, or, indeed, more so, than from New Orleans. But, in the re- 
marks which he had submitted upon the sabject, as Connevted wath the 
navigation of the country, he had not adverted to the recent recovery 
of the direct trade with the British West ludia Islands. He could not 
speak advisedly on the subject, but had no doubt a reduction of the 
duty on brown sugar would have a most salutary imfiuence on the ad- 
vantages to be derived from this acquisition. : 

but, im advotating the reduction of this duty, it was not to be con- 
sidered that he looked to that reduction as likely to destroy, or essential- 
dy ciumnish, the manufacture of brown sugar in this country. The 
enormous profits w hich he beheved were buw reaped by persons 
engaged im this manufacture, might well bear some reduction; and 
“hen we consider the languishing conditen of other agneultural pur- 
suits, ought to be made to bear ut. What is the general condition of 
agneulture throughout the country, it is not necessary to state, nor the 
large poruon of ou people who derive their sul. astence from its hard 
earnings. He must again express his regret for the want of more spe- 
cific information on the subject. In the absence of such imformation, 
he must rely upon an estimate of the sum necessary to purchase and 
supply wila the necessary stock, machinery, and subsistence, for one 
year, a plantation for sixty hands, and the probable product of their labor, 
as a standard of the profits of this pursuit. ‘The estumate he would first 
offer was one said to have been made by an individual who has had 
some practical acquamtance with the business, as conducted in one of 
the sugar colonies of France. He said he did not intend to rely solely 
on this esiumate, but after presenting it, he would ofler others to the 
notice of the House, which, he was persuaded, would be found not to 
preseut a yacture too favorable to the manufacturer of brown sugar in 
this country. The estimate to which he had referred, puts down the 
sixty hands at an average of three hundred doliars, making an aggre- 
gate of eighteen thousand dollars. Five hundred acres of iand, at ten 
duilurs per acre, five thousand dollars; dwelling, negro and other 
houses, works, tools, steam engine, &c. at twenty-three thousand dol- 
lars; one year’s subsistence, including incidental expenses, at four 
thousand dollars; making a total of fifty thousand dollars. Taking the 
quantity of land cultivated in cane at three hundred acres, and the 
average product of sugar at twelve hundred and fifiy > per acre, 
will be three hundred and seventy-five thousand pounds, ‘The quantity 
of molasses, at eighty-four gallons per acre, will be three thousand and 
seven hundred and fifty gallons of molasses. Estimating the sugar at 
tive cents the pound, and the molasses at fifteen cents the gallon, the 
Zross revenue will be twenty-two thousand tive hundred dollars, from 
which deduct three thousand dollars for yearly expenses, and it will 
leave, of nett income, nineteen thousand five h..udred dollars, or about 
thirty-nine per cent. upon the whole investment. Mr. H. said, al- 
though the estimated average value of slaves in other States might seem 
to justily the average assumed for the gang of sixty; yet, as the esti- 
mate nught, by some, be considered too low for Louisiana, he would 
add ten thousand doilars to the estimated cost of the establishment; and 
then, assuming the annual product from it, if he had made no mistake 
in the calculation, the nett profit would exceed pos g ved ey cent. But 
suppose we set down the capital invested at one hundred thousand 
dollars, instead of fifty, and caleulate upon the same product, the 
profit will be near twenty per cent.; and if we add half a cent 
per pound to the estimated value of the sugar, (and he had been in- 
formed that the last advices from New Orleans placed it at that sum,) 
the profit, taking the whole cost of the establishment at one hundred 
thousand dollars, would exceed twenty per centum per annum. But, 
suppose the wediam sum of seventy-five thousand doflars be taken as 
the cost of the plantation, hands, &c., and estimate the product at four 
thousand pounds to the hand, and he would venture the decided opin- 
ion, that the hands actually employed would not fall below that average, 
estimating the sum of two hundred and forty thousand pounds of sugar 
at five and a half cents ap macs twenty thousand one hundred and 
eixty gallons of molasses at fifteen cents per gallon, and the result is the 
gruss sum of sixteen thousand two hundred and twenty-four dollars, 
whieh, allowing four thousand two hundred and twenty-four dollars for 
anuual expenses, leaves twelve thousand dollars clear profit, or sixteen 
per cent. per annum. ‘ , 

W here is the agrieulturist, engaged in any other branch of this wide- 
ly diversified pursuit, who realizes one-third of this age from the capi- 
tal and labor which he employs? Surely, not the grain grower, of 
whuse limited market and scanty profits we have heard so much: And 
as surely, not the tobacco or cotton grower, who, with so much difficul- 
ty, brings the two sides of the ledger to meet. He said he had no 
practical information on this subject, but from what he had heard upon 
authority he did not question. two thousand pounds of sugar had been 
mannfactured from an acre of cane, im one of the Southern counties of 
Georgia, and he had understood that a like quantity had been manufac- 
tured by some individual in Florida, since the commencement of the 
present winter. But why go further into detail on this subject! If his 
calculations were to be relied on, and he had little doubt that some one 
of them might be, the result is, that the manufacture of brown sugar 
can be profitably prosecuted im this country without the aid of a pro- 
tecting duty. 

But let us view the subject comewhat more in the aggregate. If one 








thousand pounds of sugar to the acre be a fair average, and if it varies 
from the truth, he believed it was below it; and if a hand can manage | 
five acres, and he believed from his general knowledge of the Southern 
agriculture in relation to articles requiring similar cultivation to the | 
sugar cane, he can do 80, we arrive at the conclusion, that the land | 
cultivated in cane does not exceed, and probably falls below, one hun- 
dred thousand acres, and the hands cultivating it cannot exceed 
twenty-five, and agua J do not number more than twenty thousand. 
Taking, then, the whole product of eighteen hundred and thirty at 
one hundred millions of pounds of sugar, and the molasses he 

should not estimate, because he had understood it would cover 
* the annual expenses of the plantation on which it was made, at 
least the expenses of cultiyation—and the value of the sugar amounts to 
five millions and a half of dollars, at New Orleans, and probably two 
milliqps, or two and a half more before it gets into the general consump- 
tion of the country. If we divide the five millions and a half be- 
tween twenty thousand hands, the distributive amount to each is two 
hundred and seventy-five dollars. If a like distribution be made be- 
tween twenty-five thousand, it is two hundred and twenty dollars each. 
‘Then is it just, is it reasonable, that the whole agriculture of the country 
should be burdened by a tax of four millions and a half of dollars—for 
if the million and a half now received*as revenue can be dispensed 
with, and by its repeal the country would be relieved from an additional 
levy of three millions now paid to the sugar manufacturers, the whole 
tax may now be considered as operating for their benefit—that the 
hands employed in manufacturing brown sugar in this country may 
earn for their employers, the annual return of from two hundred and 
twenty, to two hundred and seventy-five dollars for the labor of each, 
exclusive of the value of molasses. Shall the hundreds of thousands 
of hands employed throughout onr wide spread country in raising grain, 
tobacco, cotton and other agricultural products, be taxed four millions 
and a half of dollars, to enable twenty or twenty-five thousand to culti- 
vate from eighty to one hundred thonsand acres of land, at a profit of 
from sixteen to near forty per centam perannum? Surely justice for- 
bids it. But, some advocate for continuing the duty might say, that 
the eugar culture cannot be profitably carried on without it. If he be- 
lieved this to be the case, which he most certainly did not, he, for one, 
should say it was high time the culture was abandoned. 

Mr. Hi. said, that among the motives which had urged him to bring 
this subject to the consideration of the House, there was one, which, 
although it had been omitted at the outset of his observations, it might} 
pot be immaterial to mention. He came from a State which might be 








considered by some as having 2n interest in the continnance of this 








duty. A State which, as she had gone into the revolutionary contest | 
in defence of principle, was ready to maintain it now. Yes, sir, it was 
for principle that Georgia made common cause with the oppressed of 
other colonies, in that dark hour through which the sun of mdepen- 
dence bas risen on this continent. As one of her Representatives, | 
came here, upon all subjects connected with the tariff, with clean hands. 
If 1 did not, I should not be her true Representative. But, sir, | did 
not introduce this subject alone for the purj.ose of”addressy 
House. 1 know not that any tact or argument which I could offer to 
its consideration, would have the sinallest influence upon the decision 
of the question now before it. Sir, | had another and a higher motive 
--it was, that I might from this place address myself to the practical 
good sense of the country, that, perchance, I might awaken in the 
bosom of the luboring man as he whistles over the handles of his 
plough, the mquiry why this unequal and burdensome tax should be 
conuuued, uiainuly for the benetit of the lordly capitalist. 








NOTE.—Since the foregoing remarks were delivered, I have been 
indebted to the politeness of Mr. Senator Johnston, of Louisiana, for a 
copy of his communication to the Secretary of the Treasury on the 6u- 
gar culture of the United States. Although | have been assured that 
iis publication was not intended to meet the resolution introduced by 
me ow the 11th inst., or any remarks which might be made in support of 
it, yet, it is sufficiently manifest, that it was designed to operate against 
any attempt to reduce or repeal the duty on sugar during the present 
session of Congress. Notwithstanding this must have been the object 
of its publication, no one in favor of reduciug the duty has any cause to 
regret it. 

1 am glad the facts it contains were not in my possession when I ad- 
dressed the House, as they so fully sustain some of my prominent as- 
sumptions and inferences. In the first place, Mr. Johnston says, that 
the price of sugar will fall directly in proportion to the reduction of the | 
duty. This I have endeavored to show, and this he has admitted. 
W hat, then, becomes of the ar nt, so often urged and refuted, that 
protection necessarily reduces the price of an article?’ I endeavored to 
show that the general price of American sugar will be regulated by the 
price of the foreign article, with the addition of the duty. He states the 
joreign price as ranging between three and four cents, and the average 
price of New Orleans sugar, during the year 1830, at seven and one 
half cents, in the Boston market, making a difference greater than the 
addition of the duty to the foreign price of the article. 1 assumed the 
number of hands employed at twenty-five or fifty thousand, but express- 
ed the opinion, that it was smaller still. He estimates those actually 
employed, at twenty-five thousand, and shows a five years average 
of crops, raised by sixty-seven hands, at five thousand seven hundred 
and forty-three pounds of sugar each; whereas, an average of five 
thousand pounds to the hand, my highest estimate in attempting to 
show the number of hands employed, would reduce the number so em- 
ployed to twenty thousand; whereas, his average for the sixty-seven 
would reduce the number to seventeen thousand four hundred and 
thirteen. ‘Taking the number of hands at twenty thousand, and the 
average quantity of sugar to each, at five thousand pounds, I made the 
gross revenue to the hand, from sugar alone, at five and one half cents 
per pound, the present price, two hundred and seventy-five dollars; 
while his average for the sixty-seven, at the same price, increases it to 
three hundred and fifteen dollars and eighty-six cents. But, I believe, 
the average stated by Mr. Johnston is quite low enough; and, there- 
fore, believe the number of hands employed in the sugar culture in the 
United States, is less than twenty thousand. I have stated one or two 
facts in my remarks, showing such products from an acre of cane, as 
must convince every practical agriculturist, that it is quite easy to make 
more than six thousand pounds to the hand. In addition to t facts, 
{ am now able to state, that I have seen, within a few days, a letter from 
a respectable citizen of Georgia, stating, that twenty-five hundred pounds 
of good sugar has been made in Decatur, one of the southern counties 
of that State, from the cane raised last year on one acre of land. From 
these facts, it must be clear, that I have not underrated the namber of 
hands, nor the quantity of land employed in this business in the United 
States. 

I have attempted ® show, that if the duty on one hundred and fifty 
millions of pounds wh sugar, the estumated consumption of the 
present year, should be anges it would relieve the consuming classes 
from a burden of four millions and a half of dollars. Mr. Johnston's 
admission, formerly referred to, bears me out fully in this caleulation. 
He estimates the selling price of domestic sugar, at New Orleans, at 
five and a half cents the pound, and the profit of the planter at two cents 
the pound. This profit, then, calculated on one hundred millions of 
pounds, would amount to two millions of dollars. Then, the couse- 
quence is, that, by continuing the duty of three cents per pound, the 
consumers Will pay four millions and a half of dollars tax, that the su- 
gar-makers may put two millions of it in their pockets. Are the people 
willing to submit to this?’ And for what? That there may be sugar 
enough made for the home market for the next fifty years? For beyond 
that tme Mr. Johnston does not pretend that enough can be wade in 
the country for its consumption. 

Mr. Jounston assumes the average value of slaves in Virginia, at 
two hundred dollars, and states that value as being regulated by the 
value of American sugar. [t is to be regretted that he did not state 
their value in Louisiana. 

But, if the value in Virginia be regulated by the value of American 
sugar, at the average of two hundred dollars, is it not reasonable to eu 
pore, that the addition of fifty per cent., or one hundred dollars, will 

ring it up to the average in Louisiana. 

[think it reasonable, and this is the average at which my first calculation 
of their value was made. But, without intending to charge Mr. John- 
ston with a design tw lessen the average profits of the twenty-five thousand 
hands, which, he says, are actually employed, by the addition of ten thou- 
sand children to that number, I, who have always lived in a slave-holding 
State, may express my surprise at his including them in his estimate, 
having always understood, that the annually increasing number and 
value of negro children, might be estimated as a fair profit on the sum 

aid for them and their mothers. But no part of his communication 
yas surprised me more than his calculation of the influence of the sugar 
culture on the value of the whole slave property in the United States. 
He first tells us, that, at the end of twenty-five years, it will require one 
hundred thousand hands to produce a sufficient quantity of sugar for 
the consumption of the country; and then shows us, that the natural 
increase, for the last ten years, is 615,251. And, if they go on multi- 
plying, in the same ratio, for twenty-five years, the increase will exceed 
the sum of his hundred thousand, by two millions sixty-three thourand 
three hundred and seventy-nine, the whole estimated increase, for that 
period, upon the present numbers, at the ratio assumed by him, being 
two millions one hundred and sixty-three thousand three hundred and 
seventy-nine. 

What influence then can the employment of one hundred thousapd 
in this particular business, especially when those so employed, at pre- 
sent, are to go on increasing in the same ratio with the rest, exercise on 
the value of the whole number of four millions three hundred and six- 
teen thousand seven hundred and fifty-eight? A drop to the ocean. But 
Mr. Johnston has appended to his communication a statement from 
the Boston Courier, which, taken in connexion with his estimate of the 
value of slaves in Virginia, as regulated by the value of American s ‘ 
ougut to be conclusive to show, that, at least one of my estimates of the 
profits derived from this pursuit is not overrated. This statement puts 
down the cost of a sugar plantation in Louisiana, at fifty dollars per acre, 
and the hands employed on it at six hundred dollars apiece. How can 
such a difference exist, unless it results from the difference of the pro- 
fits of slave labor in the two states ? 

I am utterly unable to account for it in anyother manner, but upon the 
presumpuon that the plantation is occupied by some princely proprietor, 
who has made an extravagant outlay, for show or convenience, and this 
presumption would not disprove my conclusion, but support it. But, 
why, it may be asked, does not this inequality regulate itself, as in ordi- 
mary cases ? 


States wi. in which the cane can be cultivated to advantage, is so limiter’ 
it is impracticable to overdo the business, as it mast necessarily furnis!: 
employment to a number of hands limited to its own narrow extent 
But, one other remark, and I have done with Mr. Johnston's publica 
tion. Among the arguments | have urged to show that the declining 
price of sugar in the tereign market, has not been occasioned by iis 
manufacture in this country, is, that clayed sugar, an article not made 
in the United States, has suffered as great a decline as brown sugar. 
This is fully sustained by the statement of Mr. Johnston, that clayed 
sugar can be purchased at Havanna, at four to four and one half cents 
per pound. I ery well informed commercial man must know how 
much higher it was a few years ago. 
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Wepyespay, Ferrvary 2, 1831. 

SENATE.—The Hon. Gronce M. Biss, of Kentucky, appeared to 
day aud took his seat. 

Bank of the United States.——-Mr. Binton, agreeably to notice given 
yesterday, asked leave tu introduce the following joint resolution : 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United State: 
of America, in Congress assembled, "That the Charter of the Bank of the 
United States ought not to be renewed. 

Mr. Brewton, on the resolution being read, rose, and exhibited his 
views on the subject, in a speech of great length, and, having stated his 
various objections, in principle, as well as to the clauses of its Charter, 
concluded with asking leave to introduce the above resolution. 

Mr. Wesster asked for the Yeas and Nays on the question. 

The sense of the Senate was then taken, when the votes were as fol- 
ows :— 

YEAS—Messrs. Barnard, Benton, Bibb, Brown, Dickerson, Dudley, 
Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Iredell, King, McKinley, Poindexter, San- 
ford, — of South Carolina, ‘T'azewell, Troup, Tyler, White. Wood- 
bury—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barton, Bell, Burnet, Chase, Clayton, Foot, Fre- 
linghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Livingston, Marks. 
Noble, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith of Ma- 
ryland, Sprague, Webster, W illey—23. 

So the resolution was rejected. 

The sense of the Senate was then taken on Mr. Jounston’s resolu- 
tion, for the purchase of fifty eopies of the ‘‘ Debates on the adoption of 
the Federal Constitution, in 177.” 

It was read a third time, by a vote of 23 to 20. 

The resolution submitted yesterday, by Mr. McKun vey, to proceed, 
to-morrow, to elect a Printer to the Senate, was taken up for consrde- 
ration. 

Mr. Marxs moved to amend the resolution, by striking out “ Thurs 
day,”’ and substituting “ Tuesday,” in room thereof. 

A division was called for, and the amendment was carried, the Ayes 
being, on the question of amendment, 21, the Noes 20. 


HOUSE.—Mr. A. Srexcen, from the Committee on Agricultare, re- 
ed a bill from the Senate, on the subject of the setting apart lands 

or the cultivation of the Vine and Olive, without amendment; and the 
further consideration of the bill was postponed till Wednesday next. 

Passports and Clearances.—Mr. Camsrecenc, from the Commitee 
on Commerce, reported a bill to repeal the charges imposed on Pass- 
ports and Clearances; which was read twice, and ordered to be engross 
ed, and read a third time to-morrow. 

Public Printer.—The House then proceeded, according to order, to 
the election of a Public Printer. 

Mr. R. M, Jonxson nominated Duff Green. 

Mr. Hustixetox nominated Gales & Seaton. 

Mr. Forwarp nominated William Greer. 

Mr. Dopprince nominated Way & Gideon. 

The ballots having been taken, the Speaker. announced the follow- 
ing result : 

Whole number of votes given,..........00+0000++ 206 
ecessary to a choice,........ ° weeee O04 

Duff Green,...0.+.000++-108 | Norvel,..cc.ceeecscceevecel 

Gales & Seaton,...........76 Dimir, cc cccccccccccccccoced 

William Greer,............16 | J. Gales, Jum............- 1 

Way & Gideon,............1 OE 6c 00ss cccc cece cone 

So Duff Green was declared to be elected. 





Trurspay, Fesrvary 3, 1831. 

SENATE.—Mr. Brown gave notice that he would, on to-morrow, 
ask leave to introduce a bill to reduce the duties on sugar. 

Mr. Dickerson enbmitted the folowing resolution : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to com- 
municate to the Senate the annual amount of drawbacks allowed upog 
refined sugars, from the first day of January, 1825, to the first day of Janu- 
ary, 183); and that he be farther requested to communicate to the Se- 
nate any information he may #8 as to frauds corumitted, or attempt- 
ed to be committed, under the laws giving a drawback upon refined 
sugars. 


HOUSE.—Duty on Salt.—Mr. Mattary, from the Committee on 
Manufaetures, reported an act to repeal a part of “ an act to reduce the 
duty on salt.” 

{The part of the act proposed to be repealed went to reduce the duty 
after the time specified, to 10 cents per bushel. } 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. Tucker opposed the bill, as also did Mr. Spricnut; Mr. Matta- 
RY supported it. 

Mr. Wicpe moved a call of the House; which was ordered, and the 
call was proceeded in till. there being 192 members present, it wae, on 
motion, suspended. 

Mr. Cuitton moved the previous question on the bill; but the mo- 
tion was negatived. 

Mr. McCrerry moved that the bill be laid on the table; but the 
Speaker said that such a motion was out of order, the question being 
on the second reading of the bill. Here, however, the hour expired. 

Silrer Commage-—Mr. Broapugap presented a memorial from the 
inhabitants of Portsmouth, New Hampshire, praying that measures 
may be adopted to arrest the circulation of small foreign silver coins ; 
and that an issue of silver coins of the United States, of a small deno- 
mination, may be ordered. 

James Monroe.—The bill for the relief of James Monroe, late Presi- 
dent of the United States, was then taken up. 

The question was put on the main question, which was on ordering 
the bill fora third reading. Yeas 105—Nays 92. 

So it was carried in the affirmative, and the bill was ordered to be 
read a third time. 

{ This bill provides for the payment to Mr. Monroe, of $ 30,000, in 
full compensation for his claim. } 





Frivay, Fesrvary 4, 1831. 

SENATFE.—The Presipent communicated the memorial of the 
President and Directors of the Maysville, Washington, Paris, and Le>- 
ington Tarnpike Road Corspany, praying for the aid of Congress ; 
which was refered to the Committee on Roads and Canals 

Mr Borvet presented the memorial and joint resolution of the Lc- 
gislature ef the State of Ohio, praying a grant of land for the improv: 
ment of a road, and the removal of obstructions in the Ohio river; re- 
ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


HOUSE.—Salt.—The House resumed the consideration of the bil! 
to repeal in part the act to reduce the duty on salt. 
The question being on the second reading, 





The answer is cary. It is this, the country in the Uuited| 


Mr. Maxwe tt, of Virginia, expressed his hope that the bill weyl4 
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not be rejected, but that it would be laid on the table, and the report 
printed. | 

Mr. Cumttoys withdrew his objection to the bill, and moved to lay it 
ou the table. 

The Speaker stated that the motion was not in order. | 

Mr. McOreery said he should support the rejection of the bill, al- 
though hc was opposed to any reduction of duties imposed for the pro- | 
tection of domestic manufactures. 

Mr. Tuomprson, of Georgia, objected to the second reading of the | 
bill. . 

Mr. Haynes moved the previous question—Ayes 72, Noes 90. 

Mr. Srericene moved to lay the motion to reject the bill on the table. 

The Speaxer decided that the motion was not m order. 

Mr Braik reminded the House that he had endeavored to stay the 
éxcitement in South Carolina, by suggesting that this miquitous system 
of jegislation was about to be departed from. He had especially ad- 
verted to the passage of the act for the reduction of the duty on salt, as 
indicating such « change. Bat if this bill should pass, he should be 
ishamed to meet his constituents. If this system of oppression was 
still to be pursued, the hour for argument will have passed away. 

Mr. Hunrixeron, with a view to obtain the printing of the memorial 
on the subject, noved to postpone the question of rejection to this day 
iwo weeks. 

Mr. Wine disapproved of any postponement. 

Mr. Manscany made a brief reply. 

M-. Nuckowcs said the repeal of the act reducing the duty on salt, 
would be considered in the South as a repeal of the Union. He sus- | 
tained the assertion of Mr. Brarr, that the State of South Carolina had 
only been induced to suspend action by the hope that this system would 
be abandoned; but if this bill were to pass, it would be impossible any 
longer to allay the excitement. He wished the opposition to the bill to be 
withdrawn, in order that the subject may be fully diseussed at the pre- 
sent session. He expressed his desire to have it now settled whether 
the American System was the established policy of the country. If it 
was, then it would be time for the South to determine on the course to 
be pursued. 

Mr. Carson moved to postpone the orders of the day, (the hour hav- 
ing expired,) in order to continue the discussion; but the motion was 
negatived. 

James Monroe.—The bill for the relief of James Monroe was read a 
third time, and passed. Ayes 104—Noes 52. 





—— 








Sarcrpay, Fesrveary 5, 1331. 

The Senate did not sit to-day. 

HOUSE.—Mr. E. Everert, from the Select Committee appomted 
for that purpose, reported a bill to provide a tract of land for the New 
England Assyluim for the Blind; which was read twice, committed, and 
inode the order of the day for to-morrow. 

Mr. Brat, of Tenp., from the Committee on Laternal Improvements, 
reported a bill from the Senate, amendatory of an act granting certain 
relinquwhed unappropriated lands to the State of Alabama, for the 
purposes of improving the navigation of the ‘Tennessee, Coosa, Ca- 
hawba, and Black Warrior rivers, without amendment; and it was 
committed, and made the order of the day for to-morrow. 

Mr. Brat, of Tennessee, from the Committee on Internal Improve- 
meuts, to whom resolutions on the subject were referred, reported the 
following resolutions : 

Resolced, ‘That, in the opinion of this committee, it is expedient that 
a survey be made of the rivers ‘Tennessee and Holstein, from the Sink 
on the former, to King Street, on the latter; and that a weport of tv 
most eligible mode, together with an estimate of the cost, be presented 
to Congress. 

Resolred, That, in the opinion of the Committee, it is expedient that 
an examination and estimate be made of the necessary Dyke, at the 
Burnet Cove Point, on the Missiasippi. 

Salt.—The House resumed the consideration of the bill to repeal in 
part the act to reduce the duty on salt. 

‘The question being on the motion of Mr. Huntincton to postpone 
ihe consideration of the bill till Tharsday next. 

Mr. Sutnertanp moved to lay the bill on the table. 

The Speawer decided that the motion was out of order. 

Mr. SutHeERLAND appealed from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. Tuomesox, of Georgia, withdrew his objection to the second 
reading. 

Mr. Sotwertanp then objected to the second reading, and moved to 
lay the bill on the table, in order to make his appeal. Mr. S. then 
quoted a decision of the Chair at the last session, im opposition to the 
present decision. 

The Seeaker gave his reasons for “hanging his opinion. 

M. Surnercayp then withdrew his appeal. 

The question was then taken on the second reading of the bill, and 
decided im the ailfirmatiwe—Ayes 97, Noes 70. 

Mr. Williams moved to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. Ramsey asked for the ayes and noes, which were ordered. 

The question was then taken on laying the bill on the table, and de- 
cuded in the affirmative. 

YRAS—Messrs. Anderson, Archer, Armstrong, Bailey, Noyes Bar- 
ber, J. 8. Barbour, Barringer, Bartley, Bates, Baylor, Beekman, Bell, 
James Bla, John Blair, Bockee, Borst, Broadhead, Brown, butman, 
Cahoon, Cambreleng, Carson, Chandler, Chilton, Claiborne, Clay, 
Clark, Condict, Conner, Cooper, Coulter, Craig, Crane, Crawford, 
Crockett, Creighton, Crocheron, Crowninshield, Thomas eaten i 
J. Davis, Deberry, Denny, Desha, De Witt, Doddridge. Dorsey, Dra- 

r, Dwight, Ellsworth, George Evans, Joshua Evans, Edw’d Everett, 
omens Everett, Findlay, Finch, Ford, Forward, Fry, Gilmore, Gor- 
don, Grenvell, Gurley, Hall, Halsey, Hawkins, Haynes, Minds, Hod- 
ges, Hoffman, Howard, Hubbard, eahan, Hunt, Huntington, lhrie, 
Ingersoll, sacks, Johus, Ric’d M. Johnson, Jos. G. Kendall, Kennon, 
Kincaid, Perkins King, Adam King, Leavitt, Lecompte, Lent, Letch- 
er, Lumpkin, Lyon, Mailary, ‘Thomas Maxwell, Lewis Maxwell, Mc- 
Creery, ! eDufhe, McIntire, Miller, Mitchell, Monell, Muhlenburg, 
Norton, Overton, Patton, Pearce, Pettis, Pierson, Polk, Ramsey, Reed, 
Reacher, Richardson, Russell, Sanford, Scott, W. B. Shepard, A. 
H. Shepperd, Shields, Semmes, Sill, Speight, A. Spencer, Standifer, 
Sterigere, Stephens, Henry R. Storrs, Wm. L. Storrs, Sutherland, 
Swann, Swift, 'Tayior, Test, J. Thomson, Tucker, Varnum, Verplanck, 
Washington, Wayne, Weeks, Whittlesey, E.D. White, Williams, Wil- 
son, Yaneev, Young—145. 


Banner of the Constitutton. 


obtained leave to introduce a bill to reduce and tix the duties on import- 
ed sugars. On its being read a second time, with consent of the Se- 
nate, for the purpose of reference, Mr. Brown moved that it be referred | 
ty the Comunittee on Commerce. 
Mr. Jounxstov moved as an amendmeut, that it be referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures. 
The Senate divided, when Mr. Brows’s motion was Jost, the ayes 
being 16, noes 25. ‘The amendment was then carned. 
Duty on Salt —Mr. Bestos gave notice of introducing a bill to abro- 
ate the present duly on salt. 
The bill from the House of Representatives, to repeal the charges on 
passports, and clearances of vessels of the United States, was read, and 
ordered to a third reading. 





HOUSE.—Duty on Salt —Mr. Macrary moved that the Report of 
the Committee on Manufactures, in relation to the duty on salt, be 
printed. . 

Mr. Cutrtox opposed the motion, on the ground that the Report con- 
tuins an argument entirely ez parte; and that it was unnecessary to print 
it, as the bill itself is disposed of for the se 36100. 

Mr. Wittiams moved to lay the motion w print on the table. 

On motion of Mr. Macrary, the ayes and noes on this question were 
ordered. 

The question was then put, and decided im the negative —Ayes, ©; 
Noes, 100. 

‘The Report was then ordered to be printed . 

Surplus Rerenue.—The House then resumed the consideration of the 
motion to print 6000 additional copies of the Report of the Select Com- 
inittee on the subject of the surplus revenue ainong the several States. 
The question was then put on printing the GOU0 copies, and decided 
in the atlirmative.—Ayes, 99; noes, 79. 
Judiciary Report.—The following resolution, offered on the 28th ult., 
by Mr. Wurre, of New York, was taken up: 

* Resolved, That 3000 additional copies of the Report of the Judiciary 
Committee, recommending the me the 25th section of the Judiciary 
Act; and of the counter Keport of the mmority of said Comunittee, be 
printed for the use of this House. 

Mr. Cuittos moved to lay the resolution on the table. After some 
observations in favor of the resolution, by Mr. Hlayses, and against it, 
by Mr. Bucmanan, 

Mr. Crucrow then withdrew his motion. 

Mr. Doppriner then stated, that he was of opimon that the repeal of 
the 25th section of the Judiciary Bill would be tantamount to a repeal 
of the Union. He had not aided in checking the discussion on the bill; 
and, to show that he was not indisposed to send the arguments on the sub- 
ject to the people, he would move that the resolution should be so 
amended as to priut 6000 copies of the Reports. 

Mr. Gorvoy made some remarks in repiy, and Mr. Dopprince re- 
joined, when 
The Speaker announced that the hour had expired. 





Tvespay, Fesrvary 8, 1031. 

SENATE.—Duty on Alum Salt.—Mr. Besron, pursuant to notice 
given, rose to ask leave to introduce a bill for the abolition of duties on 
Alum Salt. 

Mr. Bexto« went into a long exposition of the causes which in- 
duced hin to introduce the above bill. He said that there was a spirit 
of reform abroad in the world, which was at work in ameliorating the 
condition of the great mass of the people, and which was removing, 

ue by one, the abuses and oppressions under which they labored. He 
then mstanced the proceedings had in the British Parliament on the 
snbject of duty on salt—of its repeal there—of its being unknown in 
Hrance or in Spain—benighted Spain—and of its bemg of an oppres- 
sive, grinding description, on ene part of the population, while another 
was free. He then read various letters from several gentlemen in In- 
dianna, Tennessee, Alabama, Kentucky, &c. complaming of the duties 
causing a monopoly, to the injury of this section of the Union, and of 
their other injurious effects. And after stating that the object of his 
bill was to reduce the duty to 10 cents on the }st of April next, to 5 
cents on the Ist of April 132, and to abolish i totally on the Ist of 
April, 1833, he asked in form for leave to introduce ms bill. 
fr. Switn of Maryland, made a few remarks, im the course of 
which he stated the repeal of duty on Salt was among the articles 
enumerated in the bill introduced by him, at present before the Senate. 

A question of order was then raised, in which the Chair decided that 
Mr. ; eemmae was out of order im asking leave to ntroduce the bill, in- 
asmuch as a bill was already before the Senate fofthe repeal of duties 
on imported articles, in which Salt was one specified. 

Mr. Bewrtos rose to appeal against this decision, wien, on the mo- 
tion of Mr Havvye, the question was postponed for further considera- 
ton. 


HOUSE.—Light Houses &e.—Mr. Loya.t., from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill making appropriation for buildmg Light 
Houses, Light-Boats, Beacons and Monuments, and placing Buoys; 
which was read twice, and committed to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 


= 


Wepsespay, Fesrvary $), 1831. 

SBNATE.—Printer to the Senate —The election of a Printer to the 
Seuate, for the twenty-second{C ongress, having been made the order of 
the day for one o'clock, was forthwith proceeded on. 

The first ballot stood, for— 

Duff Greey,.......scccee-22 dn, Ce tivewceuss Jocoul 

Gales & Seaton,..........22 Wes scuibandds 615008 

On the second ballot the votes were the same. 

On the third ballet, there were for— 

Duff Green,...... 220+ ea+-23 Bs Es tens deckweceswl 

Gales & Seaton,.. — pee a 

The whole number of votes taken, amounting to 47, and 23 not con- 
stituting a majority of the whole, a fourth ballot was taken, when the 
result was, for— 

Se CAUNO. ovo cncdccttecceme SS 

Gates & Seaton,..........2-22 

Mr. Duii Green was then declared duly elected. 


HOUSE.—Mr. Hentiseros, from the Committee on Manufactures, 





NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Alston, Angel, Barnwell, Boul- 
din, Campbell, Childs, Cocke, Daniel, W. R. Davis, Drayton, Eager, 
Earll, Foster, Gaither, Gordon, Haminons, Harvey, Irwin, Irvin, Jarvis, 
Cave Johnson, Lamar, Lee, Lewis, Loyall, Martindale, McCoy, 
Nuckolls, Potter, Roane, Strong, Talliaferro, Thompson, Tracy, ‘Trez- 
vant, Vance, Vinton, C. P. White, Wickliffe, Wilde—4}. 

Printing Salt £-pert.—Mr. Macsary asked the un nimonus consent 
of the House to offer a motion for the printing of the Report of the Com- 
mittee on Manufacture on the salt bill; but objections were made. 


Mospay, Fesrvary 7, 1831, 

SENATE.—Mr. Banwarp presented a memorial from sundry mer- 
chants of Philadelphia, relative to Back Creek; which was laid on the 
table, a bill on the subject being at present in progress. 

Mr. Kane presented memorials from the Legislature of Llinois, pray- 
ing for the privilege of relinquishing the school lands in that State, and 
of locating other lands in lieu thereof; for a grant of laud to certain in- 
dividuals; and for an appropriation to aid the State in making a road 
from Vincennes te St. Louis. They were referred to appropriate com- 
mittees. 

Mr. Ccayron presented the memorial of certain inhabitants of Mil- 
tord, Delaware, praying an appropriation for the improvement of Mis- 
pellion Creek; it was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


Dugies ow Sugers.—Mr. Brows, pursuant to notice given, asked and | disaffected to the cause o 


reported a bill supplementary to, and to amend an act, entitled “‘ An Act 
| to regulate the duties ou Imports and Tonnage,” approved 2d March, 
1799, which was read twice, and committed to a Comittee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, 

On motion of Mr. Evererrt, the Committee on the Library was dis- 


rinting certain reports made by the Committee on Commerce and 
Manufactures in 1892, 1803, and 1804; and it was laid on the table. 
Harbours.—Mr. Howarp, from the Committee on Commerce, report- 
ed a bill for the improvement of certain Harbours, and providing for 
surveys, Which was read twice, and committed to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 
On motion of Mr. A. Spencer, it was 
Resolved, ‘That the estimates for the completion of certain’ improve- 
ments to the harbour of Dunkirk, in the State of New York, be referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
A bill from the Senate to alter and amend an act concerning the 
_ cultivation of the Vine and Olive, was read a third time, and passed. 











‘Trade increases the wealth and glory of a country; but its real strength 
and stamina are to be looked for among the cultivators of the land. In 
their simplicity of life is found the simpleness of virtue—the integrity 

‘and courage of freedom. The true genuine souls of the earth are in- 


| vineible ; and they surround and hem in the mercantile bodies, even 
if these bodies, which cae I totally disclaim, could be supposed 
ibe 


charged from the further consideration of a resolution on the subject of 


MEMORIAL OF JOSHUA WINSLOW, ET AL. 


Jancary 10, 1*31.—Neferred to Committee on Commer-e 


To the Hon. the House of Representatives of the U. States of America : 

The undersigned, citizens of the United States, interested in the trade 
between the island of St. Croix and the former, most respectfully beg 
leave to represent to your honorable body, the very unfavorable etiects 
which the present excessive rates of duty levied im the United States 
upon the produce of this island, has upon the imtercourse between the 
two countries, and the interests of all connected with the trade. We beg 
leave to call the attention of your honourable body to the amount of the 
produce of the United States aunually consumed in this island, during 
periods when the duties on its produce were moderate in the United 
States. From the most correet computation, the annual consumption 
of Indian corn meal, at that period, was fourteen thousand puncheons, 
equal to two bundred and tventy-four thousand bustiels. Corn meal 
is the common allowance to negroes, that and pickled-tish constituting 
thew daily jvod; of the latter, part is imported from Denmark, and part 
from the United States. .\n average erop of sugar requires a million of 
red oak staves, and four hundred thousand wooed hoops, all imported 
from, and the produce of the United States. All the white and pitch- 
pine lumber used in the island, 2s well as wheat flour, and various 
other articles of previvions, are likewise imported from the United 
States. ‘The transportation of these bulky articles gives employment to 
many American vessels, and the navigation of the United States is con- 


sequently benefitted thereby. 


As the trade was formerly carried on between St. Croix and the Uni- 

ted States, the rum of the island was the article generally received in 

payment for American supphes; and as the mmport duty at that time 

levied in the United States, although still high in proportion to the tusst 
cost, admitted of the importation of ruin without loss (it being then 28 

cents per gallon on the average third proof) the trade could then be car- 

ned on advantageously to beth countries. The duty on sugar at that 
period was two doilars per 1U0 tbs., and not having ‘the New Orleans 

sitgar to compete with to any extent, it was not considered exorbitant. 

The undersigned beg leave to state that, owing to the heavy duty now 

levied upon rom in the United States, amounting to an average of sixty 
dollars per puncheon of 110 gallons, the ditheulties of payment for Ame- 

rican supplies are much increased, and the island has, since the acop- 
tion of the tariif of 182-, gone largely into the cultivation of yams, pota- 
toes, &c., usually called groand pr Visions, by which the Im portation 
from the United States of corn mea! is abridged at least one-third from 
the quautity stated in this petition os the annual consumption of the 
island. ‘The price of rum has also decreased one-half from that it bore 
prior to the taritis of le24 and 182%, thus again curtailing the means of 
payment of the planters for their supplies. In addition, the un portation 
of many articles from Denmark, as substitutes for corn meal, is com- 
mencing—and there is much reason to fear, if the high rates of duty are 
persisted in, the island will learn to live without the produce of the 
United States. 

‘The import duty on rum now amounts, in the United States, to three 
hundred per cent. upon the first cost of the article, which is now little 
more than $20 per puncheon of 110 gallons. 

The undersigned are aware that the high duties on foreign spirits are 
justitied on the ground of their free importation being prejudicial to the 
morals and health of the community. They beg leave to observe, how- 
ever, that, in their opinion, a high unpost on foreign spirits exclusire!y 
will never lessen the consumption of ardent spirits to any extent, while 
the domestic spirit is free from excise, and can be procured at the low 
rate of 25 cents per gallon. If an excise of 50 cents per gallon was 
placed on domestic spirits, the importers of foreign would net complain 
of the present oppressive duties levied on them. 

Formerly, in the Northera and Eastern States, the ram of this island 
was freely imported, and consumed by the great buik of the laboring 
farmers; indeed, in their mowimg and hay-inaking seasons, it was con- 
sidered ‘of almost indispen-=ible necessity; but, owing to the present 
high duties, they are obliged to substitute a fabricated liquor, called St. 
Croiz rum, made up at home. We leave it te the good sense of your 
honorable body to decide, whether 1 conduces most to their health and 
welfare to consume the spurius or the genuine ruam—and if it is con- 
sistent with the free principles upon which the Constitution of the 
United States ix based, to force, through the medium of high duties, a 
large proportion of the population to Cons ame articies with which they 
would willingly dispense, if the present high rates of duty did not force 
their consumption. 

There are other points of view im which these bigh daties appear to 
us extremely impolitic. The British North American colonies are 
permitted to import rnm fromthe West Indies at a trifling import duty ; 
consequently, it is sold at half the price it bears in the United States, in 
those colonies. 1s there not, then, a most powerful temptation to ille- 
gally introduce this ruin into the United Statee? The extensive frontier 
possessed by those colonies, bordering on the United States, offers great 
facilities for this clandestine trade. which can enly be obviated by re- 
ducing the duty and removing the cause of temptation. ; 

The Danish Government has always permitted an unrestricted trade 
between this island and the United States; no foreign article is prohi- 
bited, and none pay a higher a»pert duty than ten per cent. on their 
value; most articles of provisions pay only five per cent. on importation. 
The liberality they have shown in their colonial trade, presents a wise 
example to the larger F uropean Powers possessing colonies. 

Your honorable body are aware, that a treaty of commerce, on recipro- 
cal principles, was, some time since, concluded between the two Go- 
vernments, and that, very lately, anether, giving indemnity for claims 
due our citizens, has been ratified; in the latter instance, Denmark is 
the first European Power whieh has voluntarily made provision for simi- 
lar claims. 

All these considerations, we confidently hope, may operate upon your 
honorable body, and induce them to place the trade between the Danish 
islands and the United States on the most favorable footing, by the adop- 
tion of measures tendmg to merease that trade, and to strengthen the 
good understanding now exisung between the two Governments. 

We, therefore, most humbly and respectfully petition your honorable 
body, that an early repeal of the excessive duty now levied upon St, 
Croix rum, may be enacted; and that the duty, prior to the tariffs of 
1224 and 1528, may be substituted, which averaged 28 cents per gallon 
on the rum of this island This latter rate would still be more than one 
hundred per cent. upon the first cost of the article, and gufficient, we would 
suppose. for protection, ' 

Ve also petition that a reduction of as much of the present duty on 
sugar as your wisdom may deem expedient, may be effected; it is now 
nearly seventy-five per cent. on the cost of the article ; and &1 per 
100 Ibs., impost, would be nearly twenty-five per cent. on the first cost. 

JOSHUA WINSLOW, of Boston. 
ANDREW RITCHIE, of Boston. 
B. P. CRUGER, of New York. 
COLIN EASTON, Jr., of New Vork. 
| JOS. WALSOP, Jr., of Middletown, (Conz.} 
T. BATTELLE, of Boston. 
J. HAZDEHURST, of Philadelphia. 
A. L. SANDS, of New York, late Capt. U. 8. Art. 
JOSEPH RIDGWAY. 
JAMES G. CLARK, of New York. 

Island of St. Croix, 23th October, 1630. 

We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States, merchants and 
residents in the City of New York, interested in the trade with the Is)- 
and of St. Croix, do fully coneur with the petitioners above named, and 
pray for a repeal of the very burdensome duties now existing on the 


produce of St. Croix. 
DAVID ROGERS & SON. 





rty.—[( Lord Chatham. 


BYNJ. DF FOREST & CO 
| ISAAC M. HAND. 
New York, 13th December, 1230. 
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STATE RIGHTS. 





From the Georgia Athenan. 

Mr. Editor: Error of opinion, either in religion or politics, is the 
more or less pernicious, and the more or less easy of removal, as the 
source from which it springs is exalted or debased. If it proceed trom 
an authority whose weight of character or force of talent, stands low 
‘9 the community, it is apt to be entirely harmless ; but very ditterent, if 
emanating trom hugh station or attainments. A name will sometumnes 
tix down upon a whole country the most dangerous doctrines. Such I 
conceive to be the case of the Presideut’s opinion im his late Message, 
on the comsttutionality of the taritl acts. 

It is uot my object to enter into a full discussion of that much troubled 
quesuon ; but as the President has contined his views of the subject to 
one single argument, and that apparently a new one, I think f can 
show that it ts very fallacious, or that the views of the Convention who 
framed the Constitution, as expressed in their journals and debates, are 
most singularly and perseveringly considered of no authority in constru- 
ng the provisions of that instrament. The President's argument 1s 
this: ‘he power,” says he, “to impose duties on imports, originally 
belonged to the several States. The right to adjust those duties with a 
view to the encouragement of domestic branclies of industry, is so com- 
pletely incidental to that power, that jt is difficult to suppose the exist- 
ence of the one without the other. The States have delegated their 
whole authority over imports to the General Government, without limit- 
ation or restriction, saving the very inconsiderable reservation relating 
to their inspection laws. This authority having entirely passed from 
the States, the right to exercise it for the purpose of protection does not 
exist in them; and, consequently, if it be not possessed by the General 
Government, it must be extinct. Our political system would thus pre- 
sent the anomaly of a people stripped of the nght to foster their own in- 
dustry, aud to counteract the most selfish and destructive policy which 
inight be adopted by foreign nations.” 

if any one will take the pains to examine the secret journal and 
debates of the Convention, he will find that no subject was of more 
perplexing discussion than this part of the Luth section of the Ist article 
of the Constitution, viz: “* No State shall, without the consent of Con- 
gress, lay any imposts or duties on nmports or exports, except what inay 
be absolutely necessary for executing its uespection laws; and the nett 
produce of all duties and imposts laid by any State on imports or ex- 
ports, shall be for the usr of the Treasury of the United States.” 

Now let the reader imagine, if he can, and ask himself, what does 
this mean’ The States may lay duties for executing their inspection 
laws, but for any ether purpose they must obtain the consent of Con- 
gress, and if the consent is granted, the duties must be paid into the fe- 
deral treasury. What, | repeat, does this mean! For what other pur- 
pose do the States require this clause’ What possible advantages are 
they to derive, or do they promise themselves from this singalar provi- 
sion in the Constitation’ What is it doing there! As it stands, it has 
no meaning—it seems to be perfectly insulated, idle, and useless. It has 
never been acted upon, and no law in relation to it has ever been passed. 
But it must mean something. ‘That it had an object when placed there, 
every body must believe. Such wise men as those who framed the Con- 
stitution must have had some rational motive for fixing it there. It is 
certainly intended for some benefit to the States, beyond that of providing 
for the execution of their inspection laws, for this they can do witheut the 
consent of Congress—and that benefit is clearly not rerenue. Then 
what is it! Has the mind of the reader yet settied upon any object ! 
No! nor ever will, antil some clue is given to an explanation. Where 
is this to be found’ Of course in the journal of debates in the Con- 
vention. And what do we find there! Listen to Luther Martin, that 
sentinel on the watch-tower, in a voice to his State Legislature: “ By 
this same section,” gays he, ‘‘every State is also prohibited from laying 
any imposts or duties on imports and exports, wieas the permission of 
the General Government. [t was urged by us, that there might be cases 
in which it would be proper, for the purpose of ENCOURAGING MANUPFAC- 
rures, to lay duties, to prohibit the exportation of raw materials; and 
even in addition to the duties laid by Congress for the sake of REvEeNur, 
to lay a duty to discourage the importation of particular articles into a 
Srars, or to enable the manufacturer here, to supply us on as good 
terms as they could be obtained from a foreign market. But the most 
we could obtain was, thet this power might be exercised by the states, 
with, and only with, the consent of Congress; and so anxious were 
they to seize on every shilling of our money for the General Gevern- 
ment, that they insisted, even the LITTLE revenue thence arising should 
be paid into the treasury of the United States; and accordingly rr 1s so 
pererminen.” [Secret Debates, p. 71. 

The dittienlty is now all explamed, and the President will perceive 
thai the Convention very wisely left the encouragement of manufactures 
where it ought to be. 
in preference to any other interest in that State, let hercollect the sense 

of ber own people on that subject, and avail herself of the above-men- 
tioned provision; but for Heaven’s sake do not let her promote her wild 
projects at the expense of the vital interests of her neighbors, without 
their consent, and who may not wish to break up a long train of settled 
plans and operations, involving millons of money, merely to pleasure 
new designs of a sister State. Take an illustration. Suppose there 
were but two States confederated, (and the principle is the same as to 
twenty-four.) viz. Massachusetts and Georgia. The first is a highly 
commercial, the latter a very important: planting State ; both have mil- 
lious of capital vested in their respective pursuits. All at once, Massa- 
ehusetts takes it inte her head that she will change her commercial into 
manufacturing capital. Georgia wishes to remain at her old business ;. 
indeed @ would be almost as impossible for her to manufacture, as it 
would be for Massachusetts to make cotton. Now, how is this change 
to be brought about’? Ought Massachusetts to doit herself, or ought 
she to compel Georgia to do it, at the sacrifice of her great planting in- 
terest? [ put the question fairly to every candid mind. And in order 
tu feel the full force of it, just let us reverse the matter for one moment, 
and suppose Georgia was seeking by legislative restrictions to compel 
Massachnsetts to give up her commercial pursuits and turn into cotton 
planting, how would such a procedure be relished? Does not every 
one believe that Massachusetts should have no greater advantage by the 
Union than Georgia? Ought she not to be content if she enjoys as great 
privileges iv the Union as she would out of it? Ought she to desire more ? 
{f not, then what would she do if separated to herself? Would she 
not. if she wished to encourage manufactures, lay such duties on the 
foreign articles she wished to manufacture, as would effect that object ? 
Then what hinders her from domg it now ? 

The very provision of the Constitution above mentioned is open to 
her—it was intended for that identical purpose. And if Congress is 
faithful to the object intended, it will never refuse the exercise of its 
power towards a well-meant application. Surely she does not wish 
Georgia to help her at the expense of her dearest interests! If the com- 
mercial part of even her own State ts against such a measure, the same 
interest in Georgia, as well as the planting interest, has a much better 
and stronger right to oppose it. And if the malcontents of each State 
could unite, they would actually form the majority, and put down this 
measure. But such is the structure of the Federal Government, as 
overy one knows, that minorities of one State can never assist majori- 
ses of another in redressing their grievances. Circumscribed to State 
lonts. their force is spent whenever a majority. of their State resolves 
upon a measure; and it is a questionof great probability that the 
whole Tariff system, by reason of this exercise of federal power, isa 
measure tixed upon the Union by a considerable minority of the people, 
though by a majority of federal Representatives. 

The President is wrong when he says the States have parted with 
the right to encourage manufactures, by granting to the General Go- 
verniment the whole rughtof imposing duties. If this were true, which, 
by the bye, we have shown. to be otherwise, it would be only parting 
with one of very many means of promoting that object. It is admitted, 
that in this mode they have resigned the nght, but not absolutely ; for it 
is understood and agreed between the parties, that when States wish to 





If any one State wants to protect manufactures | 
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For this plain and obvious reason—beeause, having given the whole 
right to Congress of laying daties for the purpose of REVENUE (s0 says 
Mr. Luther Martin,) u mught greatly wnteriere with that object, if the 
States could impose duties at pleasuse for the protection of muanuiac- 
tures. When the President comes to turn Uus subject over again mm hi 
mind, he will certainly Gud that 1 aves vot follow that because “ the 
States have delegated tue Whole autuority ever unports to he General 
Government, Without lnotatiou or restricugn,’’ Urat try have parted 
with adf the other numervvs means of eucouraging manuiactuces, sach 
as bounties, premiums, privucges, exempuons, awe. c&c., which may 
be jawiully exercised within their respective jurisdiCuous, and which 
cannet be exercised by the General Gov ameut; piainly showing that 
the whole right is not parted with by the States, nor is the whole right in 
the General Government; and if not, this * anomaly will be presented,” 
that each Government has cowcurrent jurisdicuon over a part ouly of the 
right, au absurdity so glarmy Wat i cannot lor one moment be believed. 
Tue view taken of the manner in which that clause of tie Constitution 
above referred to came to be adopted, fully explains the waule ditiicuity. 
All that could be contended for by the General Government, is so much 
of tle right, and no more, as the laying of duties on forcign imports 
conveys ** incidentally,” and only imcidentally, not to act directly upon 
the subject, but as consequent upon the exercise of another distinct and 
different power. Itis not every incidental power that eonfers the right 
to use that power directly. For instance, the General Government has 
the power to declare war, and as incadental to that power, it may demo- 
lish houses and enclosures to affect an enemy; but no ove would be so 
foolish as to contend that they could exercise this right in ume of peace ; 
therefore, whatever consequences flow trom a direct power, will not give 
the right to use the incidental powers, unless exercised im connexion 
with the direct power, in the strict sense of the grant of that power. 

I think I have shown satisfactorily, beyond, at least, all capuious 
doubt, that if a cotemporaneous exposition of the Constitation is to be 
regarded as weighing any thing, the States reserved the method of re- 
sorting to duties for the purpose of encouraging manufactures, and con- 
sequently, that Congress should not have any thing to do with that pow- 
er; for surely, if they so intended, here was the exact time aad place 
to confer it, when they were expressly settling powers, according to Mr. 
Martin, and leaving nothing to implication. Therefore, we conclude 
that the right is not * extinct’”—23 not * delegated to the General Go- 
verniment;” wor is the * anomaly presented of a people stripped of the 
right to foster their own industry.” PLAIN FACTS. 
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Fripay, June 22, 1787. 

It was moved amd seconded to strike out the third clause in the third 
resolution reported from the Committee, namely : 

“To receive fixed stipends, by which they may be compensated for 
the devotion of their time to public service :"’ 

Aad to substitute— 

‘Their stipends to be ascertained by the Legislature, to be paid out 
of the public treasury.” 

©n the question being put—It passed in the negative. 

Veas—New Jersey, Pennsyivania—2. 

Nays—Massachusetts, Connectieut, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, 
North Carolina, Sowth Carolina—7. 

Divided@—New York, Georgia—2. 

it was moved and seconded to strike the following words out of the 
fourth clause in the third resolution reported from the Committee— 
namely ; 

“To be paid out of the pulbtic treasury.”’ 

On the question to strike out the words—It passed in the negative. 

Yeas—Massachusetts, Connecticut, North Carolina, 8. Carolima—4. 

Nays—New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia—5. 

Divided—New York, Georgia—2. 

It was moved and seconded to «trike the following words out of the 
third resolution reported from the Committee, namely : 

“To receive fixed stipends, by which they may be compensated for 
the devotion of their time to public service :"’ 

And to substitute the following clause, namely : 

"Bo receive an adequate compensation for their services.” 

On the question to agree to the amendment—lIt passed unanimously 
in the affirmative. 

It was then movedand seconded to take the vote of the House on the 
whote proposition, namely : 

“To receive an adequate compensation for their services, to be paid 
out ef the public treasury.” 

Av objection of order being taken to this motion, it was submitted to 
the House. 

And, on the question, Is the motion in order ?—It passed in the af- 
firmatve. 

Yeas—Connecticut, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, North Caro- 
lina, South Carolina—6. 

Nays—New York, Pennsylvania, Virginia, Georgia—4. 

Dirided—Massachusetts— 1. 

The determination of the House, on the whole proposition, war, on 
motion of the Deputies of the State of South Carolina, postponed till 
to-morrow. 

It was moved and seconded to add the following clause to the third 

resolution : 

“To be of the age of twenty-five years at least ”’ 

Which passed in the afhrmative. 

Toap~enmnectionts New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, N. 

Carolina, 8. Carolina—7. 

Nays— Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, Georgia—3. 

Dirided—New York—1. 

It was moved and seconded t strike out the following werds in the 

last clause of the third resolution : 

“ And under the National Government, for the space of one year af- 

ter its expiration.” 

On the question to strike out the words—It passed in the negative. 

Yeas—M assachusetts, New Jersey, North Carolina, Georgia—4. 

Nays—Connecticut, Maryland, Virginia, South Carolina—4. 

Divided—New York, Pennsylvania, Delaware—3. 

And then the House adjourned till to-morrow, at 11 o’clock, A. M. 
Saturnay, June 23, 1787. 

It was moved and seconded to agree to the proposition which was 

postponed yesterday, on motion of the Deputies of the State of South 

Carolina, namely: 

“ To receive an adequate compensation for their services, to be paid 

out of the public treasury.” 

On the question to agree to the proposition—It passed in the negative. 

Yeas—Massachusetts, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Virgi- 

nia—5. 

Nays—Connecticut, New York, Delaware, North, Carolina, South 

Carolina—. 

Divided—Georgia—1}. 

It was moved and seconded to strike ont the following words .in tite 

third resolution as reported from the Committee, namely : 

* By a particular State.” 3 
On the question to strike out the words—It passed in the affirmative. 
Yeas—Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Maryland, Virginia, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia—®. 

Nays—Massachusetts, Pennsylvania. Delaware—3. 

It was moved by Mr, Madison, and seconded,to amend the third reso- 
lution, by striking out the following words, namely : 

‘* Or under the authority of the United States, dering the teri of ser- 
vice, and under the National Government, for the space of one year after 
its expiration :” 

And inserting the following elause, after the word “ established,"— 





resume the right, they shall ask the consent of Congrees-—and why ? | 


namely : 
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“Or the emoluments whereof shall have been augmented by the Le- 
gislature of the Unitec States during the time of their being members 
thereof, and until they shall have ceased to be members tor the space of 

one year.” 

Ou the question tu agree to the amendment—It passed in the negative. 

Yeas—Connecticut, New Jersey—2. 

Nays—New York, Pennsylvama, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia—s. 

Divided—M assuciusetts—}. 

It was moved and seconded to add, after the words “ ineligible to,” 
the words “and incapable of holding,”—Which passed im the affirm 
auve. 

It was moved and seconded to strike the words “ Nationel Govern- 
ment’’ ont of the third resolution—W hich passed in the attirimative. 

_heas—Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryiand, 
Virgimia, North Carolina, South Carolina—e. 

Nays— Pennsylvania, Georgia—2. 

Divided—Massachusetts—1. 

kt was moved and seconded to strike the word “established” out of 
the third resolution—W hich passed in the affirmative. 

ii was moved and seconded to add, after the word “ service,” in the 
third resolution, the words * of the first branch,””-—Which passed in the 
affirmative. 

It was then moved and seconded to agree to the words “ And for the 
space of one year after its expiration.” : 

On the question to agree to these words—It passed in the negate. 

Yeas—New York, Delaware, Maryland, South Carolina—4. 

Nays— Massachusetts, Counecticut, New Jersey, Virginia, North Ca- 
rolina, Georgia—®. 

Divided—Pennsv\y ania—1. 

And then the House adjourned till Monday next at 11 o’elock, A. M. 

Monpay, June 25, 1787. 

It was moved and seconded to erase the word “ National,” and to 
substitute the words “‘ United States,” in the fourth resolution—W hich 
passed in the affirmative 

[t was moved and seconded to postpone the consideration of the first 
clause of the fourth resolution, in order to take up the eighth resolution 
reported from the Cominittee. 

On the question to postpone—It passed in the negative. 

Yeas—New York, Virginia, South Carolina, Georgia—4. 

Nays— Massachusetts, Connecticut, New Jersey, Foam ania, De 
laware, Maryland, North Carolina—7. ; 

[t was moved and seconded to postpone the consideration of the fourth, 
in order to take up the seventh resolution. 

On the question to postpone—It passed in the negative. 

¥eas—Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, §. Carolins. Georgia— 

Nays—Massachusetts, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Penn 
sylvama, Delaware—t. 

It was moved and seconded to agree to the first clause of the fourth 
resolution, namely : 

Resolved, That the members of the second branch of the Legisla 
ture of the United States ought to be chosen by the individual Legisla- 
tures.” 

¢)n the question to agree—It passed in the affirmative. 

Yeas—Massachusetts, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Dela- 
ware, Maryland, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia—9. 

Nays—Pennsylvania, Virginia—2. 

it was moved and seconded to agree to the second clause of the fourth 
resolution, viz : 

“'To be ot the age of thirty years at least." 

W hich passed unanimously im the aflirmative. 

It was moved and seconded to erase the words “ sufficient to insure 
their independency,” from the third clause of the fourth resolution— 
W hich passed in the affirmative. 

Yeas—Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Dela- 
ware, South Carolina, Georgia—7. 

Nays—Massactisette, Maryland, Virginia, North €aroiina—4. 

it was moved and seconded to add, after the worda “ seven years,” 
in the fourth resolution, the words “‘ to go out in fixed proportions.” 

It was moved and seconded to insert the word “ six,” instead of “ se- 


‘? 


ven. 

It was moved and seconded to amend tha clause, 90 as to read, “ for 
four years, one-fourth to go out annually.” 

No dete: mination being taken on the three last -motions— 

It was moved and seconded to erase tho word ‘‘seven” from the third 
clause of the fourth resolution—W hich passed in the affirmative. 

Yeas—Masaachusetts, Connecticnt, New York, New Jersey, North 
Carolina, Sonth Carolina, Georgia—7. 

Nays—Pennsylvania, Delaware, Virginia—3. 

Divided—Maryland—1. 

It was moved and seconded to fill up the blank in the third elause of 
the fourth resolution with the word “ six,”—Which passed in the nega- 
tive. 

. Yeas—Connecticut, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Virginia, North Caro- 
ina—f. 
Nays—Massachusetts, New York, New Jersey, South Carolina, Geor- 
1a—H. 

Dirided—Maryland—}. 

It was moved and seconded to adjourn. Passed in the negative. 

Yeas—Connecticut, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Virginia 
=a). 

Nays—Massachasetts, New York, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Georgia—5. 

Divided—Maryland—1. 

It was then moved and seconded to fill up the blank in the third clause 
of the fourth resolution with the word “ tive,”"—Which passed in the 
hegative. 

‘ Yeas—Connecticut, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Virginia, North Caro- 
ina—). 

Nays—Massuchusetts, New York, New Jersey, South Carolina, Geor- 
”a-—). 

. Divided—Maryland—1. 

It was moved and seconded to adjourn. Pavsed in the affirmative. 

Yeas—Massachusetts, Connecticut, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Mary- 

laud, Virginia, North Carolina—7. 

Nays—New York, New Jersey, South Carolina, Georgia—4. 

And then the House adjourned till to-morrow, at 11 o’cleck, A.M. 





Tue Manoractourers or lron.—The following letter accompanied 
the petition lately presented te Congress : 
Hon Ayprew Stevenson, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States, * 
Puicape.rni, Jan. 14, 1831. 
Sir—I have the honor to transmit the accompanying memorial, and, 
on behalf of the petitioners, to request you will present the same to the 
House of Representatives over which you preside. 
The memorial is signed by three hundred and fifty-eight practical 
workers in iron, and will be found by the members of the House from 
our District, and others acquainted with the names, to contain the signa- 
tures of not only the prineipal, int all the intelligent master-workmen 
and journeymen in the smithing business of the city and county of 
Philadelphia. 
Several of the memorialists have been informed by iron-masters and 
owners of forges and furnaces, that these gentiemen themselves are at 
becoming satisted that some moditication of the present ruinous 
tariff on iron is necessary ; experience having sorely taught them that 
the -existing exorbitant duties ov unportation of the raw material, so far 
from increasing, actnally diminishes the demand for American iron. 
With the highest respect and consideration, lam, & ec. 
JOHN SARCHET-. 


The Cotton Factory of Mr. George Robb. in Cecil county Md. was 








destroyed by fire on the night of the 9th ult. together with its contents, 
and a ont adjoining. The loss is upwards of $7000. 
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FOR TUE BANNER OF THE CONSTITUTION. 





INDIRECT AND INVISIBLE TAXATION...NO.7. 

Woollen and Cotton manufactures are the most important ar- 
ticles of consumption, next to bread, as they are uecessaries of 
life, without which the mass of people cangot exist, our can 
thev be comfortable without a free use of them. [ft follows, 
then, if the welfare of the many was not sacrificed to the in- 
rerests of toe few, that no impediments would be thrown in the 
way of procuring these prime articles of necessity from any 
quarter where they can be had cheapest. Bat what is the 
fact? Are the people who consume these articles, and pay for 
them from their seaoty earaings, allowed to exercise the right 
of buying them where they can be had at the lowest prices 
No. so far from its being the case, the home-mavufacturers, 
got content with the protecting duties granted on cottons and 
woollens by the act of 1°24, amounting, on the average, to 50 
per cent. on cottons, and 35 per cent. on woollens, together 
with a further protection in the import charges of 20 per cent., 
makiug together 55 and 70 per cent—we say, not content 
with these exorbitant rates, they foreed upon the natiou the act 
of 1222. by which the duties on fine cottons and woollens, for 
the rich and powerful, are established at 25 and 50 per cent., 
and on such articles as are used by the poor aud middling 
classes, 40 to 100 per cent. on cottons, and 60 to 250 per cent. 
ov woollens. This principle, we repeat, of taxing the poor 
more than the rich, is the one oo which the exclusive system 
is founded—namely, an utter disregard to the rights of the ma- 
ny, aud a disposition to sacrifice them to the pecuniary and 
personal views of a combination of politicians and manufac- 
turers, who have, by their talents and wealth, succeeded in de- 
luding the nation into a course of measures utterly at variance 
with those principles of justice and spund policy on which our 
Union is fouunded—a system which imposes a heavier taxation 
ov cottens and woolleus alone, than all the burdens imposed 
bw the State and by the National Governments. That is, the 
increased prices paid for woollevs and cottons, io cousequence 
of the high duties imposed on these articles, amounts to a larger 
sum, to nine-teoths of the people of the United States, than all 
the taxes paid for the support of the State Goverameats aud 
for the national disbursements; and be it remembered, these 
taxes, enormous as they are, will be still furtber increased, if 
the high tariff system is carried to that point which Mr. Clay, 
Mr. Webster, Mr. Carey, Mr. Madison, Mr. Niles, and other 
distinguished leaders of the tariff party, contend it ts for the in 
terest of the nation to carry it, and which they pledge them- 
selves they will carry it, if the party with whom they #re con- 
nected, shall prevail. 

Let us next proceed to another great staple of commerce, 
which, in point of utility, stands next to those articles of cloth- 
ing and food on which existence depends. We mean Iron. 
This important material euters largely into all kinds of agricul- 
tural instruments, and into machinery of every sort, becessary 
for the convenience, the comfort, aud the subsistence of man, 
and, consequently, if the welfare and happiness of the nation 
at large had been consulted, instead of the views of a few hun- 
dred wealthy iron-masters, the import duties would have been 
very light: and such, indecd, compared with the existing rates, 
was the duty established ia 1816, under the first protecting 
tariff. 

By the tariff established in Washington's administration, 
commonly called Hamilton's, and which’ has so often been 
cited as a justification of the acts of 1824 and 1828, the duty 
on har iron was 7 1-2 per cent.; it is now from 30 to 130 pe: 
cent., and yet Mr. Hamitton is cited as an authority in favor of 
prohibitory duties. Iu 1816, the protecting system was first 
established, and Congress, after a full consideration of the de- 
mands made by the various classes of manufacturers, who 
claimed a certain degree of protection against foreigu manu- 
factures, in consequence of the encouragement afforded by the 
war duties to domestic manufactures—we say, Congress con- 
cluded to give the iron-masters of Penasylvania, Maryland, Xe.., 
29 a ton. This rate, however low it may appear to those 
who have since been taxed from $22 50to $37 a toa for bar iron, 
was deemed high enough to protect all the manufacturers tole- 
rably well qualified for their business, because it was generally 
known in Pennsylvania and Maryland, that some of the larges: 
fortones in these States had been made in the iron business, 
under duties of 5 to 17,1-2 per cent., beyond which they did 
not extend till 1812, when the duties were raised, but for reve- 
nue only. 

The iron-masters, however, like the eotton and woollen ma- 
nufacturers, having ouce enjoyed the benefit of the taxing sys- 
tem. were induced to make fresh demands on the aation, in 
1818, and they induced Congress to raise the duties on Russia 
and Sweedish bar iron to 815 a ton. Not content with this ad- 
vanee, the iron-masters joined the cotton and woollen mapna- 
facturers in 1824, in moving for a new tariff, aad again the du- 
ties were raised to 818 on Swedish and Russia bar irov; on 


_~ 


English bar iron, the duty was $30; being the rate established | | equally intent ou gaining what is not justly their own. 


by the act of 1816. 

"Still, the wealthy iron-masters, (some of whom had made 
fortunes udder. duties of about one-third what they then en- 
joyed,) were not content, and in 1828, they were again induced 
to come forward and demand still bigher duties, well convinced, 
from former experience, that the manufactwring combinations 
were too powerful to be resisted in Congress, and that they 
had only to demand more duties, and they would be granted. 
The act of L828, in accordance with the wishes of the wealthy 
and influentia! iron-masters, raised the duties on Sweedish and 
Russia bar tron, to $22 40, aod on British, to $37 per ton. 

But, enormous as the advance on the iren tax may appear 
to the general reader, be canmet have a correct conception of 
it, without kuowing how. great the fall had been in the price 
of this article in Europe, which, consequently, enhaneed the 
ratio of taxation upon the American consumer. 

Ou reference to the preper documents, we food thatio 1816, the 
price of Russia and Swedish bar ironin St. Petersburgh and Got- 
tenturgh, averaged about $75 per ton, ou board, and of British 
iron, in Liverpool, about 360. The duty of $9 oa the former, 
which was granted by the first protecting tariff, amounted to 


only about 12 per cent., and on British iron, the duty of $30) 


amounted to 50 per cent.: and these duties were deemed suffi- 
cientis high by those who eave «| 


tional act. 








‘The existing duties of $22 40 and $37 on bar iron, are ex- | 
cessive, compared with the rates of 1816; but we must look to 
the cost of the article abroad to comprehend the whole extent 
of the inereased tax. The present prices of iron ia Russia and 
Sweeden, are £1) to £13 per ton, and ruay average, for such 
qualities as are in most demand, about S57 per tou, on board ; 
and the cost of British iron is about $28, and has been down 
to $25 within twelve months. The duty, then, on Russia and 
Sweedish bar iron, is, at this moment, 40 per cent. ; being 
inore than three times as great as was considered as sufficient 
protection to 1816. The duty on British iron, (equally useful for 
many purposes, as Russia and Swedish,) amounted, in 1317, 
to 50 per cent. ov the cost; but the existing tax rises to the 
exorbitant rate of 132 per cent. on the cost. As to the rates 
on castings, boops, &c. &c., we forbear to go into the details, 
as it is enough for our purposes to call the attention of every man, 
not wholly lost to every honorable and just sentiment, to the 
enormous taxation imposed on an article of the first necessity, 
and to show the encroachments which have been made on the 
first protecting act, of 1216, which, at the time of its passage, 
we were told, was to be considered as a compact between the 
various great branches of industry ; that no further duties would 
be required, or, if required, that they would be resisted by fair- 
ininded men in every section of our country. 

Before terminating this communication, we would again call 
the attention of our readers to the importance, in all future ta- 
ri® acts, of fixing the duties at so much per centage on the cost 
of an article, as in case of a rise or fall, the ratio of taxation 
may remain the same. 

The specific rates and the minimum valuations, are decep- 
tive, and frequently impose duties infinitely beyond what were 
really intended by the majority of the makers of an act. 

A PRACTICAL MAN. 





Boston, December 6. 

If complaint is made of the iron tax, the answer, in defence 
of that tax, on the part of those who eujoy its benefits, is, that 
iroa is cheaper than before the increased duty, and, as they 
affirm, because of the increased duty. The fact of a decline 
in price, is considered, but not the cause. tron has fallen in 
Europe double, and even three times as much as the increased 
duty, and, consequently, it can be afforded cheaper, not iu cen- 
sequence, bul in spite of the augmented duty. 


FOR THE BANNER OF THE CONSTITUTION. 





IMMORALITY OF THE TARIFF. 
‘* Thou shait not steal.” 




















The obligation of this precept is not confined to the techni- 
cal crime of theft or larceny, as defined by statute or common 
law. ‘The following short commentary thereon, from the As- 
sembly’s Catechism, wiil, probably, be considered just. 


“The eighth commandment forbids whatever may unjustly hinder | 
our neighbor's wealth or outward estate.” 


The word * neighbor,” in this commentary, is, I believe, 
universally understood to include any person affected by au act 
of injustice. 

It is a corollary from the eighth commandment, that legista- 
tiou, for the benefit ef a particular set of men, or particular 
sections of the community, at the expense of the, rest of the | 
community, is against the law of God. Whenever the property | 
of one man is taken for the benefit of another man, without his. 
consent given understandingly, it is a fraud which comes within./ 
the prohibition of the eighth commandment. That.it is doue | 
without violation of positive law, does not alter the ease. 

When a man is forced, by direct or indirect means, to part | 
with his property, or to bestow his labor without receiving a | 
compensation equal to what be would othetwise bave received, | 
this is unjust, aod the kind of injustice which is forbidden by | 
the eighth commandment. 

The object of some who have caused or srstaised these un- 
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| 


just laws, bas been to foree purehasers to pay for their com- |. 


modities higher prices than they would otherwise have paii for | 
the same articles. ‘The object of others, in promoting the same 
policy, bas beeu to create surplus revenue, to be expended in 
improvements that would cunduce to their convenience, or en- 
hance the value of their preperty. Many, probably most, of 
the favorers of this system, are so from stupidity or deiusion. 
Those who know that laws enaeted fur the benefit of particu- 
lar occupations, or the expenditure of public money for she 
especial advantage ef particular sections of the country, neces- 
sarily cause a corresponding loss to those members of the com- 
munity who do not receive benefit therefrom ; and yet aid and 
abet in forcing contributions tor their own peculiar advantage, 
therein act dishonestly. 

Those, who, in wrongfully appropriating the property of 
others to themselves, vielate the laws of the land, incur the 
known danger of deteetion and punishment. Their conduct 
is, perhaps, more maguanimous than that of those who seek 
unhailowed gain, while they shun responsibility, aud. esrich 
themselves at the expense of their neighbors, according to the 
forms of law. These brave, those, shriok from dauger. Each 


Where is the difference, in point of morals, between with- 


tarifl, is pleased to state, that every man who wears a shirt, 
kuows that it is made cheaper by the tariff. British shirting is 
still imported, notwithstandiwg ihe wonder-worktuy tariff. It 
is now for sale within a few yards of the place where | write. 
Apy man who should purchase this shirting, and have a shirt 
made therefrom, would kuow, if he knew the truth, that the 
price of the said shirting, at twenty-five cents the yard, included 
eight and three quarter cents duty. As I do not wish to argue 
the matter—and if | should, Mr. Mallary’s triends would not 
understand the argumeut—lI shall couclude with a remark made 
upon this part of Mr. Matlary’s report, by a gentleman who had 


just read it, that a man who, io a public station, as chair- 


inan of a committee on mauufactures, could make such a. mis- 
representation, ** did not deserve to wear a shirt.”’ 


ANTI-TARIFP: 


FOR THE BANNER OF THE CONTSITUTION. 





The streng hold for the argument for the tariff usurpation, is 
the word * regulate,” in that clause in the Cogstitution which 
gives to Congress authority to regulate commerce. 

The connexion in which the word is used in the Constitu- 
tion, proves, that the pewer to regulate commeree is distinct 
from, aod in addition to, the power to lay duties on imports. 
The word * regulate,” in the Constitution, has a meaning which 
corresponds with the meaning of the equivalent word, * regu- 
lation,”’ as it occurs in the proposition ef Mr. Patterson, made 
in the Federal Convention, June 15th, 1787. I refer to the 
extract from the journal of that Couvention, in the Banner of 
the Cvunstitution, of the 28th of January, 1831, page 64. It 
there appears too plainly to be coutested, that, at that time, the 


| power to regulate commerce, or, in the phraseology then used, 


‘to pass acts for the regulation of trade and commerce, was con- 
sidered perfectly separate and distinct from the authority to 
pass acts for raising revenue.” Had uot the meaning of the 
word regulate, as it occurs in this often quoted passage of the 
Constitution, uot been controled by its connexion with the 
context, it would have been most apparent, that it did not 
mean what the tariff party, whenever its members have the de- 
ceacy to refer to the Constitation, are compelled to contend 
that ic did mean. In the Constitution, the power to make 
rules “for the government and regulation of the land and na- 
val forces,” is not a power to lay a poll-tax, or any other tax, 
on the soldiers or sailors. A power to regulate a school, does 
not authorize a school-master to tax the scholars. A power 
in a moderator to regulate a méeting, does not authorize him 
to tax those who have met together. A power to regulate a 
congregation, does not authorize a tything-man to tax the con- 
gregation. A street-commissioner, who has power to regulate 
the street, cannot tax those. who walk in the street, or those 
whose houses abut thereon. In short, the tariff construction 
of the word “regulate,” in the Constitution, violates the pro- 
priety of the English language—its authority is not founded on 
usage—is not sustained by avy vocabulary—but rests solely on 
political necessity. 
ANTI-TARIFF. 


es 





FOR THE BANNER OF THE CONSTITUTION. 





LEGALITY OF THE TARIFF--No. 2. 

“The enumeration, in the Constitution, of certain rights, shal] net be 
construed to deny or disparage ethers, retained by the People.” 

‘The powers not delegated to the United States, by the Constitution, 
nor prolubited by it tothe States, are reserved tw the States respective- 
iy, or to the People.” 

The Constitution under which we live, and which the Mem- 
bers of Congress have sworn to support, would have been the 
same, had the above cited restrictive clauses been omitted. As, 
however, they were, with peculiar caution, inserted by way of 
amendment, it woeld seem that Congress is bourfd to regard 
therm. 
it appears, thereby, that Congress has no power except wha? 
is expressly delegated, or uecessarily implied. ‘The authority 
uf Congress is founded in grant, and exactly limited by the 
grant. All natural rights, not parted with, remain to each and 
every citizer-of the United States. 

Among natural rights, ts the right of disposing of property ia 
such mode as the discretion ef the owner may direct, provided 
only that he coutribute so much of his property to the support 
of Governmeot as may be rightfully taken from him for that 
purpose. So, also, a man has a natural right to purchase his 
family supplies at any plaee, or of any person, within or with- 
out the territorral limits of the country wherein he resides. 

This right was never ceded by any citizen of the U. States. 
Ic is merely qualified by the Constitution. So far as taxation 
is necessary, itis lawful—ao farther. Independently of the ne- 
cessity of obtaining money for the public ase,every man has a 
vatural right, in-no wise affected by the Constitution, to pur- 
chase food, clothing, and every article which he may want for 
himself or his family, or may desire to sell to others, wherever 
and of wiiomsoever he pleases, and to bring the same withiu 
the United States, without payiag any penalty therefor to the 
Government. So far as the nation, in its corporate capacity,, 
interferes with the rights of private property or private action 





holding from a laborer, whose stipulated hire is ten dollars a 
menth, four dollars of his monthly wages, and enacting, or 
causing to be euacted, laws, whereby the tea dollars become 
so lessened in value, as to be only equivalent to six dollars? 
If the legislater take advantage of the law, there is no diffe- 
rence. 

In the one case, the violation of the rights of property does 
not extead beyond the act done. In the other, the violation of 
rght is conuected with a systein of injustice. A corrupt com- 
bination, au organwed and legalized confederacy extends its 
haneful influence to all, or nearly all, the comforts of the poor. 

Where is the diflerence between the morals of those who 
make direct demands upon, the purse, in disregard of the laws 
of the land, and those, who so distort the condition of soeiety, 
that they deprive the poor. of fuel, clothes, and food? The 
means are different, but the result—poverty—with its attend. 
auis, cold, hunger, and aakedness, the same. 


January 31, 1831. MORALITY. 


FOR THE BANNER OF THE CONSTITUTION. 





—excepting only for the specified purposes fer which such in- 
terference is authorized by the Constitution—the nation is a 
wrang-doer. 

Apply these incontrovertible. principles to the present state of 
things. By the laws of nature, the law of the land cannot in- 
terfere to faver one occupation or mode of industry, without 
affecting vumerous other occupations and modes of industry, 
Exemplifieations of this truth will occur to every man acquaint- 
ed with the relations of society. As it now is, Congress as- 
sumes to direct the vccupations and to interfere with the per- 
sonal concerns of the whole body of the people—and, by an 
insensible process, to take the money and meaus of the mass 
of the commeuity, and bestow them vpon favored individuals 
and favored sections of the country. Congress compels the 
poor laborers to pay cearly double prices for their woollen gar- 
ments. Sugar, molasses, salt, and many other articles, con- 
sumed in nearty every family, are forced, by Congress, to un- 
natural prices. 

Swarms of land-speculators, and persons having local and 
sectional interests, crowd the lobbies of the Capitol. Vultures 
never manifested more avidity for their prey, shaa the mendi- 





Mr. Mallary, Chairman of the Committee on Manufactures 


ius first protecting tariff—| in Congress, fu)! of the delusion which inspires his party with 


cants who vow seek to take advantage of this system of plun- 
der. Facts prove that this language ts neither exaggerated nor 


the only one which has aby claims to the character of ama-| the imagination that ail reductions iu prices are caused by the | misapplied. ‘The nation was informed, by the last Message. of, 
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the President, that uinety-six millions of dollars had been de- 
manded for local and sectional purposes. Every day new pe- 
titious are presented for similar objects, and are referred to 
Committees, who can, with no more right or propriety, recom- 
mend the appropriation of the public money for such objects, 
than the Chamber of Commerce in the City of New York. 

Natural equity, to which practice should conform, directs, 
that, when improvements are made for objects of personal 
convenience, or to enhance the value of real estate, they should 
be made at the expense of those who receive the benefit. Ac- 
cordingly, improvements which increase the value of real es- 
tate are usually paid for by assessments on contiguous property. 

The constitutional objection to this policy is too plain for ar- 
gument. The Constitution never intended that the inhabitants 
of Maine should be taxed, visibly or invisibly, to make roads 
or cut canals in Ilinois. 

The perversion of the Constitution threatens to destroy the 
Constitution. 

If the question could be tested as questions of private right 
are tested, by the rules of equity, as recognized by the common 
law, the public movey unconstitutioually granted for these ob- 
jects, might be recovered, by the equitable action, for money 
had and received. The applicants pay uo value—the mouey 
is paid by the agents of the nation, without authority, aud re- 
ceived without consideration. 


29th January, 1831. MASSACHUSETTS. 





EDITORIAL CORRESPONDENCE. 





SosToN, January 3ist, 1551. 

Dear Sir: 1 have read, with attention, the Memorial to Con- 
gress, of the Iron Manufacturers of Philadelphia, a body of 
working-men vot surpassed, as I am informed, by any class of 
individuals in that enlightened city, for their industry, intelli- 
gence, and that real spirit of patriotism, which, while it scorns 
to lean on monopolies and privileges for support, is ever ready 
to rise against injustice and oppression, under whatever forms 
they may exist, although sanctioned by legislative enactments, 
obtained, as were the acts of 1824 and 1828, by a powerful 
combination of politicians and capitalists, who, not content 
with those advantages which wealth and power confer on their 
possessors, are draining from the pockets of the working classes 
the most evormous bounties, for the support and exteusion of 
their favored interests. Among this class of privileged indivi- 
duals, none have been more unreasonable than the iroh-mas- 
ters of the middle States, who, not satisfied with the immense 
profits which they derived from their mining speculations, even 
under a duty of 89 per ton, have, by combining with the in- 
corporated manufacturers of New England, aud the sugar 
planters of Louisiana, raised the duties on the raw material to 
rates of 40 to 282 per ceutum, as is clearly showa by the state- 
ments of the metnorialists. 

Now, it will not be denied, by those who are acquainted with 
the circumstances of the owners of iron-mines io Maryland aad 
Penusylvania, that some of the largest fortunes in those States 
were uccumulated by the manufacturers of irou, under a duty 
of 15 per centum on bar iron. Yet, in spite of this fact, which 
has been urged by the opponents of the iron tax, the duties on 
this necessary of life have been raised, from 15 per centum, to 
an average of 90 or 100 per centum. 

The effect of this burdensome duty ts, to impose a tax on 
every farmer, mechanic, and laborer, of every description, 
greater than all the Town or State taxes which, in the aggre- 
gate, they are called upon to pay. And for what purpose ? 
Why, that the price of the raw material may he enhanced, for 
the benefit, as the memorialists state, * of some of the richest 
capitalists in the couatry.”’ But this is not all—in consequence 
of the heavy duty on the raw material, our workers in iron— 
our domestic manufacturers, for whom the Tariff supporters af- 
fect so much regard—are unable to compete with foreign ma- 
nufacturers of hardware, to an extent of double the quantity 
of iron furnished by the privileged and protected iron-masters, 
and which would employ five times the labor in the manufac- 
ture, were the raw material admitted at low duty, which is now 
employed by the wealthy iron-masters. This is shown by state- 
ments and reasonings put forth in the memorial, which cannot 
be controverted, since they rest on evidence which is unim- 
peachable. 

This document, understand from one of your late numbers, 
is the production of Mr. , for whose acquaintance I am 
indebted to you. It is impossible to converse with this intelli- 
gent mechanic, even for the short time he could devote to me, 
without perceiving that he bas a mind of a kindred strength to 
the metal he works in; but I must confess he has, in the paper 
referred to, evinced a minute knowledge of facts, and an inge- 
nuity in arranging them, and reaseving upon them, which has 
raised him very much in my estimation. 

There never was a more: perfect exhibition, than this nemo- 
rial has presented to Congress, of the wickedness and folly of 
what is termed——though falsely so termed-—the ** American 
System,” aud of its utter futility in accomplishing the views of 
tts adherents and supporters. 

Look to the memorial, and see the result of the iron tax !— 
The duty, as it existed under the Administrations of Washing- 
ton and Jeffersen, of 5 to 15 per centum, was a sufficient ep- 
couragement to wining, to enable iadustrious and skilful men, 
engaged in that branch of industry, to make large fortunes. In 
1816, when the first tariff of protection was asked for, a duty 
of 39 per ton was deemed an ample omar ever by the most 
clamorous and unrea-ovable of the manufacturers ; but they 
have siace been augmeuted to rates of 40 to 282 per centum. 
And what have been the beneficial consequences to the cause 
which the advocates of restriction and taxation have in view, 
viz. the employment of domestic labor and capital? Why, we 
may, perhaps, mauufacture some 10 or 15,000 tous more bar iren 
than we did under the free trade system, and thus swell the 
profits of a few wealthy iron-masters ; but, to accomplish this 
patriotic purpose, we tax the raw material at a rate which pre- 
vents our workers in tron, who depend on their daily labor for 
their daily bread—and not on legislative bounties—from manu- 
facturing 30 or 50,000 tons of hardware, requiring five times 
the labor and capital, in their workmanship, which are em- 
ployed by all the iron-masters in the Union! 

It certainly was not the intention of Congress to produce 
such a result, viz. chat of destroying the occupation of thou- 
sands, to accomplish the views of hundreds ; and I cannot but 
hope that the unanswerable arguments of the Philadelphia 
working-mwea will prevail over the selfish policy on which the 





enormous duty ou irou is founded, and lead to that reduction 
in duties of this important staple, so necessary for the farmer, 
the mechanic, and the middling classes geuerally, which is eall- 
ed for by the memorialists. 

The memorial is a document, as I have before remarked, 





which evinces a powerful and well informed tind, and the me- 
chanics of Philadelphia may wel! be proud of bavihg at their 
head a man whose talents qualify him for any station in socie- 
ty, and who has, on this occasion, produced a work, which 
would add to the reputation of any man in Congress. 

I am glad to see the working-men in all quarters are looking 
into the taxing system—ndt through the eyes of those dema- 
gogrues who too often obtain and abuse their confidence—but are 
searching into its causes aud effects for themselves, that they 
may see whether it is calculated to promote the interests of the 
nation at large—or, as we contend, to tax the poor aud the 
powerless, for the benefit of the rich aud the powerful. 





Hamitron, (Geo.) January 8, 1831. 


The object of this communication is to give you the names 
of five subscribers, who are desirous of becoming so, to the 
Banver. The very great popularity of the doctrines promul- 
yated iu this political journal, makes its success a matter of the 
most earnest solicitude to the citizens of our country ; an 
these who have authorized me to give you their names, have 
done so more for the purpose of increasing the patronage of 
the Banner, aud assisting the endeavor of its Editor to main- 
tain the cause which he bas espoused, and which has been thus 
far so ably supported, than with an eye to individual gain. The 
success of those principles, to attain which is its chief aim and 
end, is of vital importance to the South, and they now regard 
the Banner as a beacon which will light the nation to the same 
conclusions upon matters of State rights, protection of Im- 
ports, &c., as they themselves entertain. 





Cuarxeston, January 21, 1831. 

I will thank you to send me the following Nos. of your first 
volume, of which my file is deficient. As 1 consider your pa- 
per ove of the most valuable journals iu this country, | wish to 
have the volume complete. 





Puitapecearta, Jan. 31, 183. 


On my previous sheet, [ remarked, that two years more would 
pol pass away without a great change taking place in the sen- 
timents of the people of Pennsylvania, in relation to the tariff 
of protection and internal improvements, and that, before | laid 
down my pen, I would give you my reasons for thinking so. 
And here you have them. 

Upwards of twelve millions of dollars have been expended 
on our canals, during the last four or five years, as yet without 
any returns; aud, to complete the works already contracted for, 
two millions aod a balf more of dollars are actually called for, 
by the report of the Committee on Internal Improvements. 
As yet, no provision whatever has been made for the payment 
of the interest of these loans, the evil day having been post- 
poned as long as possible. But, in order to borrow the large 
sums which will further be required, taxes must be at once 
laid ; and the Legislature sees that these unpleasant measures 
can no longer be deferred. ‘The holders of property, therefore, 
are beginning to look with a sharp and scrutinous eye into the 
expenditures, and are disposed to doubt the advantages of these 
** improvements,” having no ether evidence, as yet, of the be- 
nefits that are to spring from them, than by the contributions 
which are now so imperatively called for, to pay the interest 
of the loaus, and save the credit of the State. For the fast 
two years, the interest of the preceding loans has been made 
geod out of a part of the proceeds of subsequent ones. 

As to the character of the improvements themselves, it is 
whispered, that, in order to become effective, a considerable 
proportion of them will require extensive alterations and re- 
pairs, and that, for several years to come, these required al- 
terations and repairs will absorb all the tolls. But hear what 
Mr. C, J. Ingersoll, the Chairman of the Committee on Inter- 
nal Improvements, himself a conspicuous advocate of the * pro- 
tecting” and “improving” policy, states, in the report he re- 
cently made to the House of Representatives. Mr. Ingersol 
asserted, that the “improvements had been carried on by the 
Commissioners in a wasteful and extravagant manner; that, 
during the last year, the expenditore exceeded the appropria- 
tion by more than half a million ; and, the year before, by more 
than a whole million; and, to quote the very words of the re- 
port, that “ the canal had heen carried for miles upon one side 
of a river, in order to accommodate the farm of one of the then 
Canal Commissioners, when hundreds of thousands of dollars 
would have been saved, and the public interests have been bet- 
ter aceomodated, by its going on the other side!” But States, 
when they embark in magnificent undertakings, are not govern- 
ed by the grovelling and narrow considerations of profit and 
loss. ‘The returns their investments yield, according to the au- 
thur of the article on “Internal Improvements,” in the last 
American Quarterly Review, are of n0 consideration, com- 
pared with the enhancement in the value of the lands through 
which the “ improvements” pass, and the general develope- 
ment of the resources of the State; high sounding, but, never- 
theless, empty and unmeaning phrases. For it would not be 
difficult to demonstrate, that no expenditure of capital, that is 
not reproductive, or that does not produce returns, can be ever 
beneficial. If, for example, the capital expended be obtaived 
from abroad, the profits of productive capital at home must be 
eonsumed abroad, in the form of interest, to pay for its use ; 
and if the capital expended, be obtained at home, it must be 
transferred from other parts of the country where it was pro- 
ductive, to be consumed on these “* improvements’ uoproduc- 
tively, at all events, until the tolls received are equivalent to 
ihe interest aud charges of their collection, alter deducting the 
amount required for repairs. Besides, I think I mentioned to 
you, when you were here, that a zealous and intelligent friend 
of our internal improvements, bow in England, had stated, in a 
letter to the great champion of the American system in this 
quarter, that, from what be, the writer, bad remarked, of the 
superior advantages of rail-ways, with locomotive carriages, he 
fully entertained the belief, that our whole erpenditure, (fifteen 
millions,) on the canals, would be thrown away! So much for 
the fureing system. 

Now, as the benefits of the system are about to be brought 
home to the good people of this commonwealth, I think they 





and put down the political empirics, whose postrains have been 
ruining them, and, perhaps, couseni to try the eflicacy of the 
vis medicatriz natura, the laissez nous faire. 
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Puitapeipuia, February 2d, 183l. 

Dear Sir: I have been .requently struck with the extreme 
repugnance manifested by the people of Peorsylvania to the 
payment of a direct tax, while they so readily agree to the im- 
position of an indirect tax, to almost avy amount; and I have 
often thought, that, if it could be made plain to them that the 
tax, in the form of a duty, is as really paid as in that of a di- 
rect tax upon property, that the mass of the people would ue- 
ver consent to such an imposition. The people of Penusylva- 
nia, as you know, have been long engaged in a most extensive 
gystem of internal improvements, on account of which, they 
have incurred an immense debt. They are now about adopt- 
ing some means of meeting the interest of this debt, aud a 
Committee have reported in favor of laying a State tax, as 
well on personal as real property, by which it is designed to 
raise about three hundred aad fifty thousand dollars. This 
amount, in addition to the other weans possessed by the Go- 
verument, it is supposed, will be adequate to the payment of 
the wterest ou the existing debt, besides the sum of two and a 
half milllens of dollars, which it is proposed to borrow this 
year. What will be the fate of this bill, it is hard to say, but lL 
am told there will be considerable opposition to it, and a great 
reluctance is showing itself, in many quarters, to any additional 
taxation, although it is so manifestly indispensable to sustain 
the credit of the Government. 

Now, sir, is it pot most extraordipvary, that we should be su 
willing, nay, solicitous, for the imposition of a tax on the whole 
consumption of the State, in the shape of duties upon imports, 
amountiog to fen times the sum which it is now proposed to be 
raised by a direct tax, in fulfilment of the just obligations 
of the Goverument? That this is the case, I think, can be 
shown iu a few words. The State of Peansylvania contaius a 
population of about one million three bundred aud fifty thou- 
sand, and the whole United States probably about thirteen mil- 
lions, of which uumber about two millions are slaves, making 
the whole white population about eleven millions. The whole 
amount of revenue derived from imposts is nearly twenty-two 
millions of dollars, which is about two dollars a-bead on the 
whole population, or two millions seven hundred thousand dol- 
lars paid by the State of Pennsylvania alone. But, as the ef- 
hers of the imposts extends to the domestic productions also, by 
raising the price to an equality with the foreign article with 
the duty upon it, whenever the duty is not prohibitory, the 
whole amount paid by the consumer, in Pennsylvania, would 
not be less than doulile this amount at least, or five millions 
four huodred thousand dollars. Can it be, then, that the peo- 
ple of this State will voluntarily continue, after the payment 
of the National Debt, to submit to so enormous an exaction, 
for the sake of preventing the business of a hundred or twe 
manufacturers of iron, cotton, aad woollen, from becoming ua- 
profitable? I cannot think so—and, rather than this, 1 would 
even recommend it, as the tmterest of the consumer, that the 
proportion of Peonsylvania for one year be distributed among 
these manufacturers, as a remuneration for their loss in the di- 
minution of their business, and depreciation of their estates— 
provided that the duties should afterwards be reduced to a re- 
venue scale. 

[ wish you would take up this subject and preset it in its 
proper light, for I do think it might be turned to some account, 
wod that, if the people could ouly be made to see, that what 
they are now and have been paying every year, to force into 
existence manufactories unfavorably situated, and which could 
uot flourish without such aid, would not only pay off the inter- 
est due on the State debt, but would, in a short time, be sufli- 
cient to extinguish the principal also—aod the State would 
then have all her canals and rail-roads as an uniocumbered and 
abundant source of revenue forever afterwards. It would not 
be difficult to show, too, that the profits of transportation 
wouhl be immensely iucreased by a removal of the present re- 
strictions ; for the exchanges of the country with the cit 
would be multiplied iaconceivably, by the demand whieh 
would thea be created for these cheap :mportations. It may 
be easily conceived, also, what ao impulse would be thus given 
to every kind of business. 

I have thus hastily thrown togethera few ideas on this subject, 
as mere suggestions to yourself, and [ should be much pleased if 
you would give us your own views, some time, in your paper, 
which I continue to read with increasing interest. { will not 
omit to meution that the petition of the manufacturers of iron 
merits, | think, all the euncomiums you have bestowed on it, 
aud that, ia my view, it is the most conclusive aud irrefutable 
document I have ever read on the subject. The iron producers, 
I uncerstand, are raising a hue and ery about English agents, 
‘as might be expected—but, if this movement origivates with 
them, I must say, that they show themselves warmer advocates 
of American interests than many of the American manufactu- 
rers themselves. 


— 
Wwaw YORK: 


WEDNESDAY MORNING, FEB. 16, 1831. 








lon, Wittiam L. Maney has been elected by the Legisla- 
ture of New York, a Senator in Congress, for six years, from 
the 4th of March next, in the place of the Hon. Natmay San- 
FORD, whose term of service will then expire. 





The following advertisement is eopied from the Charleston 
papers, and it gives us the greatest satisfaction to know that the 
respectable Journe! to which it refers is still to retain its place 
amongst the publications which do honor to the literary repu- 
tation of our country. Such a work as the Southern Review 
ought to be ia the hands of every statesman who is desirous of 
being enlightemed upon the poiitical questions which now agi- 
tate our social system. In no other work are to be found such 
able aad profound discussions of constitutional principles; and 
as the doctrines maivtained are those of free trade and a limit- 
ed construction of the Censtitution, we trust that a liberal pa- 














tronage will be extended to it by those citizens of the Middle, 


will be apt to rouse up from their present apathy and stupor, | Westero, aud Northern States, who think, with us, that upon 
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ihe establishinent of those dsctrines depend the prosperity and 
the harmony of the country, aad the liberties of the people. 


Office of the Southern Review, Feb. Ist, 1831. 

The Subscribers to the Southern Review are respectfully informed 
that circumstances have prevented the appearance of the number due 
this day. The 13th number will be ionlies the Ist day of May next. 
‘The Review will then be placed on a permanent basis, and will be 
punctually issued every quarter. 

‘The contributors to this journal will be pleased to forward their arti- 
eles for the next and the succeeding numbers, addreased to the publish- 
er, A. K. Miller, Charleston, who will be anthosized to remunerate 
authors of articles for the Southern Review, ae liberally as the contri- 
butors are to any similar journal in the Union. 


_— —--—~- - —_— -- —=—— - 





In the month of April last we published, in this journal, ao 
Introductory Lecture to a Course on Political Economy, re- 
cently delivered at Columbia College, New York, by the Rev. 
J. MeViekar, D.D., Professor of Moral Philosophy and Political 
Economy,in that fostitution. That able and masterly produciieu 
was re-published, from our paper, in a peat pamphlet form, io 
the city of London, where it was justly admired, as we learn, 
by some of the eminent political economists and statesmen of 
England. From the copy, with which we have been kiadly 
favored by a friend, we are enabled to extract the following 
passage from the advertisement which forms the preface to the 
London edition. In reference to its re-publication, it is said: 


[ts sentiments may not be wholly without use at the present critical 
moment in England. It may serve to moderate the hasty zeal of its 
theoretic reformers, to find that there are Governinents, where the evils 
felt, or dreaded, arise from the very opposite quarter to that which here 
excites all their fears. It may serve to lessen national prejudice, by 
showing how nearly reflecting men on oth sides of the Atlantic arrive 
at the same conclusions, and thus tend to draw together two kindred 
nations, whom an anwise and illiberal policy has too often disunited : 
and it may, perhaps, gain one advocate more to the great truth upon 
which the happiness of the whole world is dependent, and that &, that 
peaceful labor, and unrestricted interchange, constitute the only source 
of the wealth of nations.” 





The gentleman who occupied, upon a late occasion, tempo- 
rarily, the Editorial chair of the Lynchburg Jeffersonian, said : 
‘In the absence of the Editor of this paper, we shall hereaf- 
ter, as heretofore, fill up the appointed columns by drafts on 
the Banner of the Constitution. We trust its worthy Editor 
will excuse us for giving to the privilege of selecting, a latitudi- 
narean construction.”” Io reply to this polite appeal to our for- 
siveness, for what we conceive to be a compliment, and not ao 
offence, we can only say, that, as we write for the very pur- 
pose of spreading abroad what we believe to be the truth, we 
are always gratified to see our efforts seconded by a re-publi- 
cation, and would extremely regret that any of our fellow-la- 
borers in the cause of the people should, from any considera- 
tions of editorial courtesy, besitate, if he finds any thing in our 


columns that can be advantageously circulated, to use them as 
freely as his own. 





Last year we exchanged with a paper in a village of Ohio, } 


which we subsequently erased from our list, beeause we could 
not see in it any advances te the principles of Free Trade. A 
renewal of the exchange was last week invited, in terms that 
commanded our immediate acquiescence, and enforred by an 
argument that was irresistible, although embraced in very few 
‘ The principles of your paper are gaining ground in 
this neighborhood.” Now, although we have already on our 
list upwards of eighty papers, we are willing to extend it fur- 
ther. as regards the Western country, and will cheerfully ex. 
change with any editor, in that quarter, who is inclined to help 
en the cause to which this paper is devoted. West of the 
Mountains, the harvest is great, but the laborers few. 


words Pd 





A curious fact respecting the operation of low duties, has 
Deen lately mentioned to us by a gentleman who has resided at 
S:. Thomas's. It is this. Formerly the duties payable in that 
istand on foreign importations, was seven per cent. Small as 
this rate was, the practice of smuggling was so extensive, that 
the Danish Government did not derive a dollar of revenue from 
that souree. A few years ago, an iotelligent gentleman, who 
held an appointment under the Danish Goveroment, suggested 
to the king an improvement in the mode of collecting the reve- 
nue, one feature of which was, that the duty should be reduced 
to three per cent. The suggestion was adopted, and since then, 
our informant has known £60,000 sterling to be sent to the 
Danish Government in a single remittance, the duties being now 
regularly paid. 





The free imperial cities of Hamburgh and Bremen owe their 
great prosperity to the principles of free-trade. The duties upon 
foreign gouds levied at the former port, are one and a half per 
cent, and at the latter, seren-twelfths, or, a little more than a 
half of one per cent. These sums are applied to the ordinary 
purposes of expenditure, even including those which belong to 
the police. 

At Bremen, wheo funds are wanted for any extraordinary 
occasion, such, for instance, as an interna! improvement, like oue 
lately made in the construction of a harbor, they are obtained 
by contributions, from the citizens or burghers, without apy 
forms ef taxation. At the time of becoming a burgher, each 
individual takes an oath that he will contribute towards the 
public burdens in proportion to his property, and when the 
call is made, he goes forward, and without any statement of 
the value of his estate, or of the amount he pays, he deposits 
in the common chest the sum he considers to be bis proper 
share. If the people of other countries were as honest and as 
virtuous as the Bremeners, what a vast saving there would be 
iu the expenses of a Government. There would be wanted no 
tax gatherers, assessors, county commissioners, excisemen, and 
all the rest of the ageuts now indispensable in countries where 


the inhabitants insist upon raising their revenue in the most 
expensive way. 





It is very certain, that, within a year or two, more attention 
has been paid to the iovestigation of political principles, by per- 
sons residing vorth of the Potomac, than at any former period 
of the last twenty years, aud it has fallen in our way to know, 
that a number of intelligent men, who have always belonged 
to the Federal party, coincide with the doctrines which are 
maiutained in this paper. Those of them who were too young 
10 take an active part in politics at the commencement of the 
Government, do now believe that the anxiety of that party 
to strengthen the arm of the Federal Government, was found- 
ed in an apprehension that the tendency of the system would 
be centrifugal ; and, having now ascertained, from experience, 
that, so far from this result having taken place, a centripetal 
tendency has been of late exhibited, by the most unequivocal 
signs, they have no longer any hesitation in declaring their ad- 
hesion to the dectrine of State Rights. Some of them, we 
know, are now as firmly persuaded as we have frequently de- 
clared ourselves to be, in this journal, that there is no salvation 
for this Union, but in a strict construction of the Constitution, 
and in preserving unimpaired, to the States and People, all 
powers not clearly delegated. That there will be, in such an 
extensive community as ours, a diversity of sentiment as to la- 
titude of construction, is to be expected. Perfect unanimity is 
not to be looked for, but we hold it to be sound doctrine, that, 
whenever a doubt exists, justice and wisdom both require that 
the course pursued should be on the side of a limitation of 
power. For our own parts, we think that the Federal Govern- 
ment has an abundance of power conferred upon it by express 
grants, and that those who administer it will find sufficient em- 
ployment, in the work of legisiation, ian adhering to its letter. 
The power to take money out of ope man’s pocket, to put into 
another's, without ao equivalent, is ne where expressly dele- 
gated to Congress, nor cau it be inferred as a necessary power 
to carry into effect any other grant clearly made. Nor has the 
power been granted to tax one State, in order to raise a fund, 
to expend in another State, upon roads or canals. To pretend 
that these powers, involving the principle of plundering one 
portion of the community for the benefit of another, fo an un- 
limited ertent, and having a more important beariug upon the 
happioess of the American People than any other power ex- 
pressed in the Constitution, could have been intended to be 
granted as mere incidentals, when they should have assumed 
the first place amongst substantive powers, if intended to be 
granted, is just as absurd and idle, as it would be to say that 
the power to establish the Holy Inquisition might be inferred 
from a clause ip an act of incorporation authorizing a réligious 
society to build a place of worship. ‘The more this subject is 
examined, the more are we persuaded that reflecting men, who 
have no false veneration for party names, will embrace correct 
views in relation to it. If broad constructious are permitted to 
be carried much further, where will they stop’? What limits 
will there be to the powers of Congress? And, if there be no 
limits to the powers of Congress, if that body may undertake 
to do apy act which it may conceive to be for the general wel-' 
fare, whereia will our Government differ from that of the Em- 
peror of Russia, of Don Miguel, or the Sultana, except that we 
shall have hundreds of despots to rule over as, instead of one? 
‘Tyranny is the same thing, whether displayed by many or few, 
and, unjustly taking from the mouth of labor the bread it has 
earned, is just as much robbery, if dove under the forms of law 
enacted by an American Congress, as if done by an arbitrary 
decree of the most absolute potentate. 





A respectable correspondent in Virginia addressed us, some 
time ago, the foellowiag letter, accompanied by an article on the 
West India Trade, which we published in our last paper : 

“ Grovucester County, November 7, 1830. 

“ Sir: Never having seen the subject of the West India Trade treated 
exactly as | could have desired, [ take the liberty of giving you my views 
upon it, over the signature of “A Farmer.” to publish, if found to be 
correct. "This is the first of my composition for the public eye, and 
therefore shall not feel mortified if it is deemed unworthy a place in 
your paper ; though, in the. latter event, should be pleased to have my 
notions set right, by an expression of your opinion on the subject, in 
the Banner, or in a private communication to me. Yours, &c.” 


As our correspondent has asked our opivion on this subject, 
we will cheerfully give it. 

The positions with which the Farmer sets out—viz. that the 
income of a nation is limited, and that its imports cannot ex- 
ceed its exports—are undoubtedly correct. Hence it follows, 
that, if the price of an article, imported into any country, be 
raised, by the imposition of duties, or by increased expenses, 
such as are incident to an indirect voyage, the quantity which 
that nation can afford to consume must of necessity be dimin- 
ished, in the same manner precisely as a laboring man must 
dimiuish his consumption of food and clothing when their pri- 
ces are increased. No nation or individual can purchase as 
many articles at high prices as at low prices, and, to suppose 
that they can, betrays a want of analytical examination of the 
subject. To explain our opinions on this matter, we will take 
a specific case. Say, for instance, our trade with the Island 
of Jamaica, under a direct aud under an indirect trade, and, 
what will be true io reference to that, will be true in reference 
to the other Islands. 

Between Jamaica and the United States, we will suppose 
there is a direct trade. A barrel of flour here costs six dollars, 
and the freight and charges upon it, aod ordinary mercantile 
profit, require that it shoald be sold, at Jamaica, so as to nett, 





there, eighy dollars. A cargo of 1000 barrels is shipped and 


sold in Jamaica, for 8000 dollars, which sum is invested ig 1000 
barrels of sugar. 


This direct trade is then prohibited, and the accustomed exe 
change of flour for sugar can only take place at a aeutrat Isl- 
and. To that Island the American merchant sbips his flour, 
and to that Island the Jamaica planter ships his sugar. The 
price of both articles will therefore be regulated by the free 
competition of the neutral market, and thus it will appear that 
neither party is obliged to sell to the other for any less price 
than he can obtain from others. But, at this market the Ja- 
maica planter purchases American flour, and the price he pays 
for it, by the time he receives it in Jamaica, is just as much 
more than he would have to pay under a direct trade, as the 
increased expenses, whatever they may be, of the double voy- 
age. Supposing these to be one dollar per bafre! more, his 
supply will cost him $9 per barrel, and, as he cannot afford to 
buy as many barrels as when the price was but $8, be must di- 
minish the quantity proportionably, and be content with 900 
barrels, because that quantity will absorb, at the new price, his 
whole fund of $8000. The loss to the American farmer, from 
this process, will be the loss of the sale of 100 barrels of flour 
out of every 1000 which he used to sell to Jamaica, but no 
more, and the iofluence which this loss can bave upon the 
price, in the home market, of flour, will only be ia the propor- 
tion that the diminished sales to Jamaica would bear to the to- 
tal demand for flour—and even that wou!d be of momentary 
duration, inasmuch as the new production of flour would soon 
be made to conform to the new demand, and restore the old 
price. It is an error to suppose that any increased demand for 
flour in the United States would permanently raise its price. If 
five dollars per barrel afford a return for the capital and labor, 
and the use of the land employed in the production of wheat, 
equal to the average returns derived from other pursuits, as we 
presume it does, or it would not be raised so abundantly, any 
rise above five dollars would draw more capital, land, and la- 
bor, to that branch of agriculture, until the new quautity should 
equal the new demand—and then the price would be restored 
to the old rates. The same is true of a diminished demand for 
flour, which could only have a temporary effect ; for, as capi- 
tal, land, and labor, would find more profitable employment in 
other pursuits, they would be turned from the cultivation of 
wheat, until the price shouid again be raised to the remuperat- 
ing point. 

The same effect precisely would take place with the sugar. 
The Jamaica planter would sell less sugar, by 100 barrels out 
of every 1000, than he used to sell, but the price of sugar in 
Jamaica would only decline iu the proportion that the dimia- 
ished demand of the United States would bear to the total de- 
mand, upon the Jamaica market, for sugar. This decline, too, 
would be but temporary, as in the other case, for the produc- 
tion of sugar would be diminished until the price should rise 


|}to the remunerating point. 


If we are correct in these positions, the following faets will! 
be evident : 


First. That the interruption of this direct trade is beneficial 
to neither party ; and, 

Secondly. That each party loses the sale of 2 portion of its 
agricultural products, for which a market did before exist. 

As to the question of tonnage, that being a nixed question, 
is not so susceptible of definite illustration as the other. To 
convey 900 barrels of flour from the United States to St. Tho- 
mas’s, would clearly not require as much tonnage as to convey 
1000 barrels to Jamaica ; nor would the transportation of 900 
barrels of sugar from Jamaica to St. Thomas's require as much 
tonnage as to trausport 1000 barrels to the United States. But 
whether the total quantity of American and British tonnage, 
together, employed in the indirect trade, be pot greater than in 
the direct trade, we are not prepared to assert. We presume 
it is—but the merits of the question would not thereby be af- 
fected. There is no more reason why prices should be artifi- 
cially raised, to please the ship-owners of either country, than 
there is to please the manufacturers. , 

Now, io order to solve the problem which the Virginia Far- 
mer has proposed, it is only necessary to reverse our reasoning, 
and it would then appear, that the effect of a restoration of a 
direct trade with the British West lodies must be to increase 
the mutual exchange of products to an extent at jeast equal to 
the whole additional expenses of the cireuitous route, which 
will now be saved to the two countries. This we say in refer- 
ence to those commodities in which the trade was not entirely 
broken up. But, as regards the articles of live stock and lum- 
ber, which could not bear the expense of a double shipment, 
the benefits of the restoration will be more perceptible, although 
even in them they will not appear in the form of permanently 
increased prices, but of a permanently imcreased demand. 

Iu the above calculations we have not employed the accura- 
cy which nice proportions call for. We have, for instanee, spo- 
ken of 900 barrels, where precision required only 889. But 
this was done tor the convenience of the reader. In the same 


manner we have spoken of 100 barrels, where 111 was the 
proper pumber. 





In the four last numbers of this paper, we have given a list 
of upwards of 250 articles of produce and merchandise, with 
their prices on the 2d of April, 1816, and 5th of January, 183], 
respectively, in the New York Market, together with a state- 
ment of the duties payable on each, at those two different peri- 
ods. We have done this for the purpose of putting down the 
fallacy upon which the Restrictionists have mainly relied for 





the support of their absurd aod mischievous system, viz. tha: 
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the fall in prices, which bas occurred since the former year, | 
has been occasioned by our tariff laws, by showing, as we have | 
done, that the prices of all articles, of whatever description— 
with only one dozen erceptions—have fallen, whether subject 
to high duties, or low duties, or no duties at all. After this, it 





is hoped that no mau who values his reputation for honesty, 
will risk it upon assertions so destitute of foundation as the one 
we have just overthrown—for overthrown it has been, and we 
challenge the whole restrictive party to disprove one single item 
of the evidence we have adduced. 

As this comparative statement has cost us a good deal of 
personal labor and research, to ascertain the periods at which 
the duties on the different articles were raised or lowered, we 
think we have a fair claim upon our fellow-laborers in the cause 
of Free Trade, to spread abroad these facts. Iu no other way 
ean the public mind be made to give up the delusion which it 
bas so fondly embraced, that high duties make goods cheap— 
and it does appear to us, that, if as wide a circulation were gi- 
ven to these statements, as was given to a fraudulent and gar- 
bled statement, made last year, uoder the head of * Politics 
for Farmers,”’ which excluded most carefully all articles except 
those which were under the protection of the American Sys- 
tem, and even that portion of these articles which bad not fall- 
en in price, a weapon vould be placed in the bands of all our 
friends, to meet this absurdity whenever it should be put forth, 
either by a Chairman of a Committee on Maoufactures, or any 
private individual, wilfully or ionocently ignorant of the true 
state of the case. 

In order that we, as far as our humble ability extends, shall 
leave no effort untried to put an end to the influence of a falla- 
cy which has dove so much harm to the country, we this day 
give a recapitulation of the prices referred to, in a condensed 
form, which may furnish texts for commentaries that cannot 
fail to be advantageously employed ; and will place in the 
hands of our readers, on a single page, an argument which 
cannot be resisted. 


POLITICS FOR FARMERS. 


PRICES CURRENT, at NEW YORK, of the following Articles, on 
the 2d of April, 1816—before the first protection law was passed—and 
the ith of January, F631 ; as taken from the ** New York New Price 
Current,” and the “ Shipping and Commercial List and New York 
Price Current,” respeetirvely. 


N.B.—Only the lowest quotations are given in each year, and the price of 





the foreign articles ts the price after the duty is paid. 
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ARTECLES. Teeny) | 2816. 1831. 
| 
Almonds, soft shell, ....+..e++-06- | pound | $00 20c.| $09 10c. 
shelled, ..ccccccccsectss | —— 00 25 oo 13 
Ashes, Pot, .......00..+- ececccece | ton | 275 WO |} 115 24 
PURE. coone cebecocsccs pee 275 OO 128 80 
OEE. ooedenechnsnsesueeseceese 7 bushels) 18 00 7 00 
meet, BEOGR, cocessasees coos eccons barrel 13 50 8 62 
PURER, 0 ove he Gav cccéeowss 10 00 5 ® 
Cargo. ..cccecccesccssccces B SO 450 
Senne. - on canshochasee ehh Gsee groce 9 00 7 00 
EE, CUn 600000006500 00500000 ewt. 7 2 4 50 
Navy, wcccsccesvccscesecs 5 00 3 25 
CYRBINDTE, 2c ccccvsccce sees — 10 50 5 25 
Bristles, Russia, .....-.eeseeesseee pound | 00 70 00 49 
AMOTICAR, ..ccccccoseccecs ——— 00 37 00 15 
Butter, first quality, .....-.eeecees Se Of) Qe 0) 124 
for EXportation, ....eesece. —— 00 19 00 US 
Candles, Mould, ...ceocsecvecssece —— OO 25 00 10 
Dipped, ......eecesececs ——— OM 24 00 09 
Spermaceti, ......... seve 1) 48 00 24 
Chalk, ..ccccvvcvcscesceecssecser ton 4900 4 3 00 
loWer-Seed, oo ccccceccedesceocecs pound OO 15 00 11 
Coal, Liverpool, .....cesceseseees chaldron! 15 00 8 25 
VIP RMIIA, .. 00s cocccccscccece 10 00 5 00 
Cocoa, Caraccas, ....0.cccsescees ewt. 38 00 17 ® 
i. .caes seen 6005008068 24 00 5 04 
Coffee. first quality, ececere eeeesse pound 00 25 On 1] 
second quality, ......+. TT —_— 00 23 00 10 
third quality, ....ceesesees —— 00 21 00 09 
Copper, Sheathing, ......0-+se0+ —_— 00 3] OO 214 
ORB, cccovedsccccccvasé —— 00 35 0) 24 
FW, sccececcene eeccevecce (18 0) 18 
Cordage, Foreign, .....ccccsesecs cwt 12 00 1] 20 
American, ...+- oe ccccce . 14 00 12 32 
Corts, VeRvet, ..c0. ccccecs cose voce groce 00) 624 | OO 42 
COMMON, «.seccescveses °- OO 374 | 00 274 
Cotton, New Orleans, ...ce.sse> pound 0029 , 0011 
Upland, 2.00 sees cece scenes — Ow e@R | 00 oat 
_. Currants, .... +. ceccescoesess ees —- 0010 | OO OR 
Duck, Kuasia, first quality, ....... ° piece 27 00 17 25 
second quality, 22 ence — 24 00 15 50 
third quality, ....... —— 20 00 13 00 
RAVORE, 6b coccnccedcccsscs — 13 00 R 00 
aMend, .ccarcecestoe sence —- 30 00 24 00 
Dye- Wood Soe 
Braziiletto, .....cccscscccsss ton 75 00 36 00 
PURER, . 666 0 6me cook bondd< — 35 00 12 00 
Campeachy Logwood, . —- 45 00 97 00 
St. Domingo ditto, ... —- 35 00 2) 50 
Nicaragua Wood, La Hache) — | 125 00 50 00 
Galae Rms, ocr eevee ce reeves — 115 00 25 00 
Tih Pl ones eeaneanens —- | 670 00 67 50 
Drugs and or 
ROE co Si ce TIdebcs obs cose cwt 7 50 3 89 
Alnes, ..sccccevcecess eases pound | 00 40 00 O74 
PE. once 00s6eeseeeonns 00 25 “) 20 
Antimony, crude, ......ee6s —— 00 10 ) 07 
Balsam Capivi,....... bodée 00 90 00 16 
Brimatone, rolla, ........06- cwt. | 3 50 1 874 
ee ne | 750 | 975 
SEED, .ccascaneh — | 200 | 412 
Camphor, refined, ......... pound | 150 | 00 45 
Cantharides, 2.0.0.0. sc0ce — 175 | 0095 
COpPeras, ..cceccccsececces cw. 325 | 200 
Cream of Tartar, .......... pound 002 | O18 
Gum Copal,.....ceee ses 10 | 00 30 
Arabic, ..0ciddenceces. cae 00 45 | 00 85 
Ipecacuanha, ...cesaseseess — 3 75 1 25 
ERGRED, ccco> cece gheh e0sece —- 175 w 75 
Jallap, ..ceeeess eeeeeeeee — 150 00 33 
JInniper Berries, ...000..+-- ao 00 024 00 O14 





ARTICLES 





Quantity 1816. | 1831. 


ee oe ~ oe eae ee 








Drugs and Dye-Stuffs— 
Liguorice, Spanish, ......-- 
TOOL, . coe cece cces 
Pee ee 
Manna, flakey, ......+..++- 

Opium, ... 

CO CARIB, dione ction coccics 
WAG. nce veceen 0068 
RMUROED, concecddseecccece 
SOURS, co cccccccescocccece 
Feathers, Foreign, ........+ e+e 
American, 
Fish—Dry Cod, 
ED, Sbus Siac 666000 coeses 
Pickled Cod, 


Ss; alton, - 


Dnt: csitttesd o cctkavevevoote 
Herrings, ......+++++6 specs 

PEee. DE, ecceuwe coce 0006 09 00 06 
American, 
Flax-Seed, ... pos Deseo 
TD, .ongastmabnsc esos comhenes 
Fura—Beaver, .....cc-scesccesess 


s *@eeeeer eer ee ee eo eee ee 


Red For, 


Indian Corn, . nSade 6dbe 
Barley, .c0.ccoccccccccece 

Te oveces cone Sane oe cece 

Glass, American, 7 by 9. 
8 by 10. . seacies 

Gun-Powder, American, . da 0066 
English, ........++6- 

Hemp, Russia, ......0.seeeee eee 
PARROSITEM, 2.00 00 000000600 00 

Hides, Buenos Ayres, .......+.++-- 
West India, 
Hoge-Lard,......c02ssseccccccess 
Honey, Havanna, 
Hops, first sort, 
EGER, 0600 Hesticdsoce 
Tron— Pig, .... eceecs sees ceescces 
Country refined, .......-+. ++ 
Russia, bars, ect cceeccoces eee 
Swedes, hars,........+++0+ ; 
English, bars, 


Laother, sole, .ceddjccesccocescvcecs 
upper, <amed, seeescces _ 

ressed, ..2. es. 
heubiDieisdaivinibe eeesecce 
Pe. enacdastcees 


Sheet, .ccrccees 


Red, ..... Dili eechbooestued 

W hite. imGendies wees code dbe% 
Ground in Oil, ......0.0.. 
Lumber—North River Pine Boards, 
Scantling, pine, seveces oe 

Es dec cnve ex 

Albany Pine Boards, .... 

Oak Timber, ..... ‘Tye oe 
Shingles, cypress, ...... . 


pine, ese ee eeeee 


Staves, pipe, .....- 
gn) shead, 


yee eeeee 


barre 
hegshead, red oak, 
hhd. heading, w.o. 


Hoops, ......2--+ peosee 
Mahogany, Bay, ......+++.ee+ee00. 
St. ened coves eee 

Molasses, . 


Mustard, F. nglish, 10 ceeece 
in bottle: »3, 
American, ‘bees er 
in bottles, . »esee 
Nails, Cut, 4d. t EPG weee be bese 2 


DO. cdiewuticswesdeeoe 
Wrought, ..cseseessecseees 
Naval Stores—Tar, ..ccccscccceces 
PEE onces 0000 ccbe 
Rosin, ..... 5s bb does 
Turpentine, ...+.+.. 
Soirits of ditto, ..... 

Ochre, yellow, dry, . 
ground j in oil, 
Oils—Oliwe, ... 
Limseed, ...ce-ceceeees 
Wade. 6. cumiahvews 
Sperm., Summer,.... 
V inter, . 
BAVET, « ccce 
Plaister of Paris, 
Pork—Meas, ... 


Porter, London, ....... «e+e+eseee. 
Raisins, Malaga, .....++sseeersees 
Muscate},.. we SS 

BOGOR, .< oo doch vdbsne debe 

Rags, foreign, .......ss00+: 
country, . 
BOD, scatbecccces Socdue 60éueneens 
Salt-Peter, refined, .....+.ce+seess 
STUN... ccaiudiocoel wees 

Salt, win nen 


Ground. MsTooes 
ussia, White, .<++..see. 


Beek, o< c0csc0e cess epee. 
Skins, Deer, in hair, owe 
ghawedl, ceccescccesee 

Mogadore Goat, .....+.++.. 
Soap, Castile, 
American, brown, itbae pata 
Spanish Brown, dry, ....-..+++-.- 
ground in oil, ..... 


*eenreneeeeer 
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cubic foot 
1000 

bundle 
1000 











A 


71 























SEa/EB/E131¥1 





pound 
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ARTICLES. auaniy 1816. | 1°31 
htt cat £3 | 
Saree ts eer , | pound | R00 85c. | $90 17¢ 
DG ih pneaneceatis otic oo 1 i OU 45 
Ginger, race, ......+.0005 — 0D 23 00 Ur 
pure ground, ..... —— 00 60 00 40 
Nutmegs, ........ wbbeocdé —— 3 50 1 3% 
Pepper, . . ee ceedivecs cocs — 00 29 OO 13! 
Pimento, Jamaica, ...... oe | 00 25 OO bd4 
Spirits—Jamaica, 4th proof, ....... | gallon 1 50 1 00 
West India, 5d proof, ..... | 119 00 xO 
New England, ist proof, . ee 00 77 00 35 
Brandy, Cognac, 4th enol. | mee 2 oO | Je 
Bordeaux, 4t pet. | eee 1 50 1 ww 
Gin, Holland, Ist proof, . meee 12 109 
Country, ............ | —— | 0075 | 00 3% 
Whiskey, Rye, .......... _— |} 0G | 029 
| Pp — 100 | 0 30 
Steel, German, 26... 00+ c0+ cece | pound | 00 13 | 00 104 
ReBRAEs sock’ vd. vase céce | ewt. | 800 | 616 
Sugar—Muscovado, prime,........ 750 ; 7 84 
2d and 3d qualities, .. —_— 500 | 672 
New Orleans, prime, ...... —— Is00 | & 40 
2d and 3d qualities,.. | —— | 1725 | 5 60 
Havanua, white,.......... | 2600 | 12 
2d and 3d qualities,.. | —— | 24 00 10 64 
ee | ee 19 25 8 6 
2d and 3d qualities, .. — | 18 00 7 34 
Martinique, clayed white, .. — | 2 00 
clayed brown, . od 19 00 
Brazil, ites ae —— | 23 00 7 84 
aS ae — | | § 60 
Bath civévechbvivendss) — | 3400 | 16% 
a es ae 35 “00 19 04 
BOW, ecstss Oe adesdhvcdececcce pound | 00 18 00 O74 
Teas—Imperial, ..........ce0000. —— 2 00 100. 
Gunpowder, ..... beswdece ; — 2 25 1 00 
TIRE TERR RRRE dei 157 | 008 
Young Hyson, ..........+- —- 1 16 0) 70 
eet EOE ee — 1 09 OO 374 
Souchong, .....0..00 — 00 85 00 44 
DM duhnthanbebas chase — 00 44 0) 32 
BO SUE, dockeses sésccceccctde Yr box 18 00 16 OV 
ROGN, 00 05 code bc tees voce pound | 00 30 00 174 
Tortoise-Shell ee beobeade pacedeas —-= 5 OO 10 50 
Tobacco—Richmond, ............. SS 00 20 00 05 
Petersburg, .......200 -—— 00 18 00 03 
Rappahannock,......... — OO 12 
RP — 00 10 
I \cteentan duce —- 00 14 00 03 
Spanish Leaf, .......... — 00 40 oO 14 
St. Domingo, .......... —— 00 24 00 04 
he Ore ae OO 40 0 14 
CEE, Seeccoccecces a OO 30 ("12 
Wn Bay colic cebhic Zeke tick —_—— 00 48 ww 34 
BOWE) 0.0 06 wosetcenecece — 00 50 00 30 
EE a gallon 00 35 00 18 
VERE, cocewcccccccoacccccce -- | pound | 00 4 00 32 
ee ee Pe eee so 150 OO 70 
Wax, yellow, bees, .. paubde cous —— OO 22 00 19 
white, ..... spud Ween 6 an ta —— OO G2 OU 46 
Ww belibeinn NEES 6y cess dukeocee — OO 50 00 30 
Whiting, English, ...... Dadibde dees ewt. 1 50 1 #74 
PERO, seeccesnecceooe —_—- OO 50 
W ine—Madeira, ........ccccscces gallon 3 75 1 25 
ks 0p 0.00 cesnaceccds —- 1 90 1 124 
Teneriffe, L. P., ..... 0000. a 2124; OO #5 
Cargo, Nt betes — 1 50 wo) 70 
eG id’ 0 b's 660 cubed be 0< — 200 | # RO 
BERG, innein case neces cscs —— 1 374 | 00 44 
WUth 4nbhebncd 60tees cede = 2 25 00 70 
CUMIOME, 6a occ eicwec cece — 0) 75 m 40 
CietOR, cow en te wo cbeweuniéee cask 65 00 12 00 
in bottles, .......e.. dozen i § 1 5 
Wool—Spanish, best apy ee odoees pound 1% 
Merino, washed, . ova 1 00 
unwashed. . aren epee — 00 65 
4-breed, washed, .......... — | 00 50 
unwasbed, ........ — 00 40 
j-breed, washed, .......... — 00 60 
unwashed, ........ _—— OO 45 
Common, washed, ........ — 00 40 OO Ww 
American, hatters’,........ — 00 30 
Merino, American fleece —_— 00 3 
POO Nw iivc cis voce — Oo 40 
Pulled, spinning, .. — 00 25 
Lamb's best,...... — 00 50 
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Just published, und for sale by 
J. GRIGG, No. 9. North Fourth Street, PHILADELPHIA, 


EBERLEE’S PRACTICE OF MEDICINE; 2 vols. 8vo. This is 
conside 


red to be one of the most valuable practical works ever issued 
from the American Press. 
EBERLEF’S THERAPEUTICS ; 3d Edition improved. 
COOPER'S FIRST LINES OF THE PRACTICE OF SUR- 
GERY ; 3d American, from the fifth London Edition, with additionat 
Notes, by Dr. M‘Clellan. 
eer TREATISE ON THE BONES AND JOINTS; in 1 





HLPPAU'S Elementary Treatise on the Art of MIDWIFERY; in 
By valuable.) 
GROSS ANUAL OF GENERAL ANATOMY; 1 vol. Svo. 
OBSTETRICS ; 12mo. 
TAVERNIER’S MANUAL OF OPERATIVE SURGERY ; Kvo. 
RUSH_ON THE MIND; in 1 vol 8vo 
ght wd wih OF THE U NITED. STATES ; A new Edition 
of this work. ire for the Philadelphia Edition. 
BICHAT ON PATHOLOGY. 1 vol. Svo. 
HUFELAND ON SCROFULOUS DISEASES. 
eee ae ELEMENTS OF CHEMISTRY; 3d Edition, 12me. 
eb. 





EDITED BY CONDYV RAGUET. 





TERMS.—This paper is published every Wednesday, at the City 
of New York, and will, as heretofore, advocate the principles of 
Free Trade and a limited constraction of the Constitution. 

The price is Five Dotrars per annum, payable annually in ad 
vance. (77 Subscriptions, for less than a year, at the rate of Six 
Doutars per annum. 

TF Communications to be addressed to the Editor, and all postages 


to be paid, except upon letters enclosing the amount of one year's sub 
scription. 





Printed by T. W. USTICK, Ann Street, eight doors from Broad 





way, (near the Park,) New York, 





: 
’ 
4 
J 
¢ 
* 
2 
| 


; tole fo 





: 
% 
3 
a 
4 
_ 
s 
. 
- 


ee ee eee ee 





eee ee a 


eo ge a ULL rll le i Oe eee oe 





